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Current Topics. 
The Land Registry. 
THOSE OF our readers who pass the Land Registry Office will 
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a observed that the neighbouring houses, which were pur- 
chased with a view to the future extension of the Registry 
building, are now placarded with notices of the sale of the 
housebreaker’s contents ; meaning that the houses are to be 
pulled down forthwith, and presumably also meaning that the 
office is to be forthwith enlarged, so as to be capable of 
dealing with the influx of business which will arise from the 
extension of the compulsory system. Considering the definite 
| recommendation of the Royal Commission, “that the system 
|should be amended, and that if, after sufficient experience, the 
|amended system is found to work satisfactorily within tho 
present compulsory area of the County of London, a Bill for the 
gradual extension of compulsion on sales to the rest of the 
country by the establishment of local centres and branches in 
the manner suggested by the Registrar should then be con- 
sidered by Parliament,” the procedure appears to be premature, 
and apparently indicates the intention of the authorities to ride 
roughshod over their own Commissioners’ report and proceed as 
soon as possible to extend the system throughout the kingdom. 


| 
| 


The Papers to be Read at the Provincial 
Meeting. 

THE sUBJECTS of the papers to be read at the Provincial 
Meeting of the Law Society comprise most of the current topics 
of the day, but only one (by Mr. RUBINSTEIN) relates specifi- 
cally to land transfer. No doubt the delay in the issue of the 
report of the Council accounts for this meagre representation of 
the leading subject now before solicitors. The country law 
societies have been engaged in considering the various knotty 
questions to be dealt with in the report, and their members are 
waiting to see how their suggestions are dealt with. We hope, 
however, that this circumstance wil] not prevent a full discussion 
of the subject & propos of the President’s address. We note 
with interest the appearance in the list of contributors of papers 
of (we presume) a champion of women’s rights in Mr. JACQUES, 
of Bristol, who is to read a paper on the unfair position which 
women occupy at the present time. The prejudiced male is 
apt to allege that in many respects women occupy an unfairly 
advantageous legal position ; but we hardly think that this is 
what Mr. JACQUES means to contend. 


Increment Value Duty and Ground Rents, 


TECHNICALLY the sale of a ground rent is the sale of a rever- 
sionary interest in land, namely, the reversion on the long lease 
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under which the rent is payable. But so long as the lease has | (Stephens’ Digest of Criminal Law, Art. 224). The blow struck 
a considerable number of years to run, the rent itself is the real | must not be such as in ordinary circumstances would injure 
subject of sale, and the value is determined at so many years’ | the party hit ; it must not be struck in anger, revenge, or malice, 
purchase without regard to any changes in the actual value of | and the assault must not be such as to occasion, or amount to, 
the land out of which it issues. It is only when the lease is | a breach of the peace (ieg. v. Coney, L. R. 8 Q. B. D. 534). The 
nearing its termination that the value of the land becomes an | practical result of these three restrictions is that the infliction 
element in fixing the value. We gather from the correspondence | of blows upon another with bis consent is never lawful unless it 
with the Land Valuation Department which we are enabled by the | arises in the course of some well-recognized game, or contest in 
kindness of a correspondent to print elsewhere, that this is the | the nature of a game, such as football or a boxing-match. In 
principle which the Inland Revenue Commissioners are prepared | the latter case it is now settled law that three additional con- 
to recognize with respect to the assessment of increment value duty | ditions, corollaries of the above, must be observed in order to 
on the occasion of the sale of ground rents. They point out that | make the contest lawful. The pugilists must be protected by 
in ascertaining the value of the consideration for the sale under | the use of padded gloves—a fight with naked fists is never 
section 2 (2) of the Finance Act, 1910, the consideration attribut- | defensible ; the combat must comply with the accepted and 
able to the reversionary interest has to be distinguished from that | reasonable rules of the game, and there must not be an intention to 
attributable to the ground rent ; but if the reversion is deferred | prolong it until one is injured or beaten beyond the capacity to 
for a long period, no additional value is in practice allowed in | fight (/teg. v. Coney, supra). If these conditions are complied 
respect of the reversion, and hence there is no value in respect of | with, the combat is legal ; otherwise it is illegal. Of course, in 
which increment value duty can be payable. The adoption of this | ordinary prize-fighting the last-mentioned condition is never 
view will very much facilitate the completion of sales of ground | present ; the intention always is that the fight shall continue 
rents. until the vanquished party can no longer stand up. There can, 
therefore, be little or no doubt of its illegality. Equally little 
The Use of Firearms against Strikers in Self-| doubt exists as to the position of all who attend such a 
Defence. spectacle in case the above conditions are not complied with. The 

Tut Recorper of London had to decide an interesting point | combatants are guilty of an assault ; their backers are guilty of 
of criminal law in Rex v. Roberts (75 J. P. 436), which came | inciting a breach of the peace ; and all present are guilty of aiding 
up at the Old Bailey on the 6th of September. ‘The prisoner, a | and abetting. Should one of the parties be killed, all persons 
van-driver, was attacked by stzikers during the recent van | concerned in the fight are obviously guilty of manslaughter. 
| The pugilists would be principals in the first degree. Their 


disturbances ; police protection was inadequate, and the van was 
overturned by the assailants; in the course of the me/ée the | backers would be principals in the second degree, and presumably 


accused fired a pistol and wounded a bystander. He was | so would be the spectators. At any rate, everyone who came to 
arrested and indicted on a charge of unlawful wounding ; his | the exhibition aware of its purpose would be an accessory before 
lea was that he was justified in acting as he did in self-defence. | the fact. The position of the police and of the Executive is not quite 
‘he Recorder ruled—in our opinion rightly—that there must | so simple, but we doubt if any real question can arise as to their 
be reasonable apprehension of danger to life before a person | right and duty. Where announcement is made that a contest 
attacked can use firearms in self defence ; there must also be no | will take place under conditions which clearly make it more than 
obvious means of escape. The further question as to whether | a mere permissible boxing-match, the Executive have notice that 
or not the overturning of a heavy van which the prisoner was | three illegal events are about to happen. First, a crime, possibly 
driving amounted to such endangering of his life as to satisfy | resulting ia death, is contemplated. Secondly, there is to take 
the legal test he left to the jury; and they acquitted the | place a breach of the peace. Lastly, there is to be what amounts 
prisoner. The law on the point is in reality well settled. Aj to an unlawful assembly. It is the duty of the Executive, we 
person assaulted is justified in defending himself, but must not | submit, to prevent the crime from being committed ; to preserve 
use more violence than is reasonably necessary for that purpose | the King’s peace ; and to disperse the unliwful assembly. In so 
| 








ees 





(it. v. Driscoll; Car & M. 214). He is likewise justified in | doing it can use any amount of force which is legally necessary to 
defending his dwelling-house or property which is lawfully in | effect its object (see Dicey’s Constitutional Law, Appendix on 
his own possession for the time being. But the nature of the | Martial Law), Unless, then, the projected combat is hedged in 
assault determines the mode of defence he may use ; to a common | with conditions which stay the fight from proceeding beyond a 
assault which does not endanger life he must not reply with a/|limitéd number of rounds, there seems no doubt whatever that 
knife (/teg. v. Hewlett, 1 F. & F. 91); such weapon can only be | the police would ba within their rights in stopping it at the out- 
used if serious injury is apprehended by him. Again, firearms | set. 

can only be used when either his life is endangered by the 
assault, or his dwelling-house is attacked ; they are not legally | 


‘**Reading the Riot Act.” 


justifiable in defence of chattels (/ex v. Meade, 1 Lewin, 184).| Tue euEsTION of the employment of the military forces of 
And in all these cases there must be no other mode of achieving | the Crown in aid of the civil power has been brought into pro- 
the object—namely successful defence. | minence lately, and is unfortunately not unlikely to be brought 

; ,; forward in the future. It seems opportune to correct some 
See Seg eety oF Frias Pighting | rather general misapprehensions with respect to the Statute of 


THE LAWYER, as such, is not concerned with those social and | 1714 (1 Geo. L. Stat. I, cap. 5), which is commonly known as 
ethical questions in relation to the proposed contest between a | the Riot Act. This short title has been authoritatively conferred 
black and a white pugilist which have so much exercised public | on the Act by the Short Titles Act, 1896, but in at least one 
opinion during the last few days. But out of the prize-fight | legal text-book of great utility and authority the Act is con- 
which seems likely to take place at Earls Court, there | sistently referred to as “the Riot Act, 1716” [sic]. The use of 
arise three legal points of interest and importance. The | the phrase, “reading the Riot Act,” is one of the minor mistakes 
first concerns the legality or illegality of such combats. The | commonly made about the Act. Perhaps the mistake has been 
second relates to the legal position of those who arrange or | partly brought about by the provision of section 7, under which 
abet the fight. Lastly, there is the question how far the Execu- | the Act is to be “openly read at every Quarter Sessions,” «c. 
tive Government has lawful authority to interfere. As regards| At any rate, when the “Act” is said to be “read” in the 
the first of these points, the law of England is reasonably clear. | presence of a riotous mob, what is meant is that the proclama- 
An assault is a criminal offence—misdemeanour or felony | tion set out in section 2 is read aloud. The Act, as already 
according to the cireumstances—unless it is justified. The consent | stated, was passed in 1714, and is chapter 5 of the second 
of the party assaulted is a justification provided it is given | “statute,” or session, of the first year of George I. It did not 
freely (ic. without force, fear, or fraud), and emanates from | come into force until “after the last day of July” 1715, 
a sober and rational person capable of appreciating the nature | and it is possible that the Royal Assent was not given in the 
and probable consequences of that to which he consents year 1714, but in 1715, as now reckoned according to the New 
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Style. No dates are given to the statutes of that time to shew 
precisely on what day they were assented to. The important 
sections of the Riot Act are sections 1 and 2. Section 1, after a 
preamble stating that “of late many rebellious riots and 
tumults have been in divers parts of this Kingdom, to the dis- 
turbance of the public peace,” proceeds to enact that “if any 
persons to the number of twelve or more, being unlawfully, 
riotously, and tumultuously assembled together, to the disturb 
ance of the public peice,” after being commanded by proclama- 
tion to disperse, do not disperse in the course of one hour, “such 
continuing together to the number of tweive or more 

shall be adjudged felony without benefit of clergy . : 
The penalty for “felony without benefit of clergy” was, of 
course, death, but by section 1 of the Penal Servitude Act, 1891, 
penal servitude for not less than three, nor more than five, years, 
or imprisonment for not more than two years, may be imposed. 
Section 2 of the Riot Act gives the form of proclamation to be 
used —“ in these words, or like in effect : Our Sovereign Lord the 
King chargeth and commandeth all persons being assembled 
immediately to disperse themselves, and peaceably to depart to 


their habitations or to their lawful business, upon the pains con- | 


tained in the Act made in the first year of King Grorae for 
preventing tumults and riotous assemblies. God save the King.” 
There is nothing in the Act to justify the notion that the 
employment of the military forces of the Crown is illegal until 
the proclamation under the Riot Act has been read. Reading 
the proclamation is merely the last effort of the civil power to 
assert itself, and is thus only evidence of the gravity of the situa- 
tion. There is also nothing in the Riot Act to justify the notion 
that the civil authorities have no right to disperse the mob, by 
calling in the military or otherwise, before the expiration of an 
hour from the reading of the proclamation. A magistrate must 
still do, independently of the provisions of the Riot Act, “what 
the general rules of the common law require of him in this 
respect”: see /icx v. Pinney, 3 St. Tr. N.S. 11, at p. 519. 


Statutory Definitions of Land Values. 


WE PRINTED recently (wate, p. 736) an interesting letter with 
respect to the statutory definition of land values, in which our 
correspondent pointed out, with reference to original valuations, 


that “ gross value” and “total value” were both eliminated in | 
carrying out the operations prescribed by section 25 of the | 
Finance Act, 1910, for arriving at assessable site value, and | 


that assessable site value can, in fact, be arrived at by ascertain- 
ing “divested value,” under sub-section 2, and subtracting from 
it the value of the “ outsiders’ rights ” referred to in sub-section 
3. The formule he used shewed this clearly, but, as we intimated, 
it is not so clear that “ gross value ’ is also eliminated in making 
occasional valuations under section 2. Our correspondent’s 
argument here was more difficult to follow, and we were mistaken 
in saying that he read paragraph (@) as though its provisions as 
to total value applied also to the previous paragraphs. Under 
paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) a value based on purchase price or on 
valuation for estate duty is substituted for total value, while 
under paragraph (7) total value is to be estimated in accordance 
with section 25, and so far these paragraphs are distinct. 
But then come the important words—‘“ subject in each case to 
the like deductions as are made, under the general provisions of this 
part of this Act as to valuation, for the purpose of arriving at 
the site value of land from the total value,” and these clearly refer 
to section 25 (4). But the first deduction is G-D, and it seems 
to us that our correspondent’s formu! do not apply to occasional 
valuations made under paragraphs (a), () and (c) of section 2. 
As long as total value (T) is represented by G-O under section 25 
(3), then site value reduces itself under section 25 (4) to D-O, 
and gross value and total value are both eliminated. But the 
total value which has to be used under paragraphs (a), (/), and () 
is a concrete figure taken from the actual transaction, and cannot 
be represented by G—O ; hence, when we proceed under section 25 
(4), to make the first deduction, namely G—D, the two G’s do not 
cancel, and it is necessary to ascertain both gross value and 
divested value. But, as our correspondent points out, the statu- 
tory total value is not required for arriving at site value, whether | 
original or occasional. It will be interesting to see how this com- | 


plicated array of values, actual and hypothetical, will be dealt with 

'when they come before the courts. The algebraical symbols 
are forced upon us, but we are not sure that the judges will 
take kindly to them. 


Redemption of Debentures. 


A PERSON who subscribes for a debenture may look to a 
transfer of the debenture as a means of getting his money back 
when he wants it, and the company are, therefore, able sometimes 
to introduce their own provisions as to repayment in the debenture ; 
but the recent decision of PARKER, J., in Le Tewkesbury Gas Co. 
(1911, 2 Ch. 279), shews that such provisions must not contra- 
dict the primary liability of the company to pay the debt: they 
cannot leave the payment to the option of the company. In 
that case debentures issued in 1892 contained an agreement for 
repayment “on or after Ist January, 1898,” and provision was 
made for redemption of the debentures, and for determining b 
ballot which should be repaid. The 1st of January, 1898, mee 
and the company never held any ballot or paid off any 
debentures, but they regularly paid the interest. A transferee of a 
debenture gave six months’ notice requiring repayment, and on 
the money not being paid, sued for it, and PARKER, J., held that 
the action was maintainable. The provision for payment on or 
after the fixed date allowed the company to postpone payment 
till that date, but the money then became payable on demand ; 
and the provision under which the company might at their option 
hold a ballot, and repay according to the ballot, was repugnant 
to their primary liability to repay and was void. The learned 
judge also followed Le Chicago and North West Granaries Co. 
'(1898, 1 Ch. 265), in holding that a debenture cannot be 
construed by reference to the prospectus in pursuance of which 
it was issued. The contract between the company and the 
debenture holder is contained in the debenture, and the 
prospectus cannot be looked at for the purpose of seeing what 
the contract was. 


Double Taxation of Income: 


A CORRESPONDENT calls our attention to an omission in our 
observations last week (an/c, p. 762) on the subject of double 
| taxation. In reference to income tax we said that a person 
| residing here has to pay tax on his entire income wherever 
arising, notwithstanding that part might be produced in a 
foreign country and might have to pay tax there. For the 
| purpose of a general statement of this kind it was, perhaps, 
hardly necessary to refer to the qualification introduced by 
| Colquhoun v. Brooks (14,App. Cas. 493), though, to be strictly 
correct, we ought to have confined the observation to income 
actually received in this country. As was held in that case, a 
person resident here and engaged in a trade carried on entirely 
abroad is liable to income tax in respect of so much only of the 
profits of the trade as are received in the United Kingdom. 
But the practical importance of this exception is diminished by 
the circumstance that, to escape taxation, the income must be 
allowed to accumulate abroad, and in general people require to 
have income remitted to their place of residence; and also that 
the business must be exclusively carried on abroad ; see San 
Paulo Brazilian Railway Co. v. Carter (1896, A.C. p.40). Hence, 
if the person in question is more than a sleeping partner—if he 
takes any active part in the business—it probably ceases to be 
carried on exclusively abroad, and the exception does not apply. 
But whatever may be the exact extent of the exception, we gather 
that our correspondent does not dispute the general accuracy of 
our observations as to the possible liability of income to 
double taxation. 


The County Courts Statistics. 

Tue County Courts Statistics for 1910, which have just been 
issued, sbew the large amount of business which these tribunals 
attract. In the main they continue to bo the means of collecting 
small debts, and there was a total of 1,270,853 plaints for sums 
not exceeding £20. Above that amount the figures rapidly 
diminish ; 12,763 between £20 and £50; 2,376 between £50 
and £100; while there were 384 matters heard by consent in 
which the claim exceeded £100. Of the plaints entered some 
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two-thirds led to 
out a jury and 
number of cases was the defendant successful, namely, 1,356 
by non-suit and otherwise. The plaintiff succeeded in 
430,867 on the hearing; in 345,553 by consent or admission ; 
and in 86,086 by default. The warrants of commitment issued 
were 140,660, and in 8,189 cases the debtors were imprisoned 
The total amount for which plaints were entered was £3,711,540, 
and judgments were obtained for £2,047,778 in respect of 
debts, and £187,440 for costs, exclusive of fees. The table of 
the sittings of the judges does not indicate that they are at 
present overworked. In circuits 1, 57 and 59, which represent 
Northumberland, Somerset, and Cornwall, the judge sat on 114, 
110, and 115 days respectively ; and ober circuits, exclusive of the 
metropolitan courts and those where there were two judges, shew 
numbers ranging up to 180 at Halifax and 181 at Birkenhead and 


6,987 


Derby. The average number of sittings appears to be about 150. | 


The actual sittings may not represent all the demands on a judge's 
time, but they furnish a tolerable guide on the question of undue 
pressure, 

The Complexities of our Jury System. 


THE DEMAND of the Trade Union Congress that a Royal 


Commission should inquire into the administration of our jury | 


system calls attention to the intricacies and anomalies which 
occur in that system at the present day. Some juries are paid 
namely the Coroner’s Jury and the Special Jury—-others are 
unpaid, Of the two who are paid, the former receive one 
shilling each, the latter one guinea per diem. Some juries 
return verdicts by a majority (namely, the Coroner’s Jury and 
the Grand Jury); others must be unanimous (Common and 
Special Jury). Some consist of twelve members, and others of 
twenty-three. Again the qualifications which divide the Com- 
mon from the Special Jurymen are anomalous; they vary in 
the counties, the boroughs, and the metropolis. Lastly, it is 
doubtful whether or not special jurymen’s names should be 
placed on the common jury list as well as their own; the 
practice varies according to the view of each sheriff. Again, 
the selection of names from the list is notoriously a matter as | 
to which no rule exists—quot under-sheriffs tof sententiv. The 
time has come for a revision and simplification of the system. 


Seamen and the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1906. 


UNLIKE ITs predecessor of 1897, the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act, 1906, includes seamen within the scope of its benefits, 
provided that they otherwise conform to the definition of 
“workmen” given in the Act. This extension of the prior 
statute has not been without its interest, since many of the 
cases which have done most to elucidate the Act have arisen 
in connection with seamen—a class of men the conditions of 
whose employment present in a more striking light than is the | 
case with more prosaic vocations some of the anomalies and | 
difficulties that legislation on this subject-matter almost of 
necessity raises. 

Before discussing these cases it is perhaps as well to point out 
that there are certain modifications in the Act and the Statutory 
Rules made under it where seamen are concerned. Section 7 (1), | 
which states that the Act is to apply to masters, seamen and 
apprentices in the sea and seafishing service, who belong to a 
ship registered in the United Kingdom, and whose managing 
owner resides in the United Kingdom, attaches certain special 
conditions in their case. Notices of accident, except where the 
accident and incapacity both take place on board ship, are to be 
served on the master; in case of death, notice of claim must be 
made within six months after news of death has reached the 
claimant ; if the injured person is left behind abroad, depositions 
as to the accident, &c., are to be taken there, and when taken 
are admissible in England as evidence ; if the deceased leaves no 
dependants, no compensation is payable where the owner of the 


judicial determination ; namely, 870,172 with- | ship is liable, under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, to pay 
677 with a jury. In only an insignificant | the expenses of buriai ; weekly compensation 1s suspended so 


long as, under that Merchant Shipping Act, the owner is 
liable to maintain the injured sailor; compensation is 
not affected by the owner’s right to limit his liability for accidents 
caused by a collision under section 503 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894; and the sections of that Act which relate to the 
recovery of wages by seamen lost with their ship relate also to 
Workmen’s Compensation proceedings. Again, under the Rules 
(1907-1909), there are quite a number of special Rules which 
govern the proceedings to recover compensation in the case of 
seamen, and which provide, among other things, for the deten 
tion of the ship unless and until an undeitaking to pay the 
damages that the arbitrator may award has been given. Finally, 
it has been held— though the Act itse'f is silent-—that section 5 


| of the Act which refers to the certificate of decease to be given 





| employers : 


| dinner—which he could have had on board—an 





by the certifying surgeon under the Factory Act, 1901, does not 
apply at all to seamen: Curtis v. Black d Co. (1909, 2 K. B. 529). 
We have mentioned these points at length since they are rather apt 
to be completely overlooked by solicitors with an ordinary com- 
pensation practice who happen unexpectedly to get a seaman’s 
case; they are apt to apply the ordinary procedure, with the 
result that time, costs and sometimes even compensation itself, 
are lost to their clients. 

Turning to the decided cases, we find that, in the case of sea 
men, as in the case of other workmen, difficulty has arisen in 
deciding what exactly is a “ contract of service,” such as is 
made a condition precedent to the benefits of the Act by section 
13 thereof. In the case of Brandy v. Owners of 3.8. Raphael (27 
T. L. R. 127), which we discussed fully at the time it was decided, 
a stoker in the merchant service, who was also a reservist in the 
Royal Naval Reserve, was beld to be employed under two “con- 
current contracts of service,” and entitled to add his naval 


| retaining fee to his mercantile service wagé in assessing the 


amount of his compensation. The case is well worth reading, 
because of the extremely fine discussions which arose in argu- 
ment as to the nature of “service,” the precise scope of 
“ eontract,” and the connotation to be attached to “ concurrent ” 
for the purposes of this statute. An almost equally nice series 
of points, relating, however, to concurrent benefits and not to 
concurrent contracts, arose in the case of McDermott (Pauper) v. 
ss. Tintoretto (27 T. L. R. 149), where the question at issue was 
whether or not a seaman who, under the Merchant Shipping Acts, 
is entitled to be paid his wages up to the port of discharge, could 
keep those wages as well as receive compensation for an accident 
from a date prior to such arrival. 

But the most interesting cases under the Act are undoubtedly 


| those, which explain the meaning of an accident “arising out of 


and in the course of his employment,” and here seamen have 
made many noted cases. A seaman, ashore on business of his 
ship, falls into the dock on his way back and is drowned ; this 
is an accident arising out of, and in the course of his employ- 
ment: Jones v. Owner of ship Alice and Eliza (3 Batterworth 
W. C. Cases 495). Again, a seaman, ashore to purchase personal 
necessaries, has a simiiar accident; he also is within the Act, 
because the purchase of personal necessaries makes him a more 
efficient sailor, and therefore is in the course of his duty to his 
Moore (Paupe r) Ve Manchester Liners (Limited) (3 
Sutterworth W.C. Cases 527). But Lords MACNAGHTEN 
and Mersey dissented in the latter case; and certainly 
the logic-chopping is rather fine. On, the other hand, 
a ship's fireman goes on shore for his own pleasure one 
Sunday, and on returning is drowned; he is not within 
the Act, for what be has done is in no way for the benefit, dircct 
or indirect, of his employers : Kelly v. Foam (Jueen (3 Butterworth 
113). Again, a master who left his ship and went to a hotel 
about one hundred yards from a quay, returned next morning, 
and hailed his ship for a boat; before it reached him, he bad 
fallen over the quayside and was drowned ; he is not within the 
Act, because there was no evidence whether his presence on shore 
related to the ship’s business or his own, and on him is the 
burden of proof: Hewitt v. The ship Duchess (3 Butterworth 23%). 
The same measure is meted out to a sailor who goes ashore for 

d gets drowned 
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on his way back ; he owed no duty to his employer to dine on 
shore: Gilbert v. Owners of The Nizam (3 Butterworth 455). 
If the reader is disposed to say that there is some wondrously 
subtle logic in all the above distinctions, he will probably be 
uite dumfoundered by another, which is even more extraordinary. 
seaman, ashore on his own business, not his employer’s, and, 
therefore, not in the course of his employment, returns, and 
laces one foot on the ship’s rail ; he falls off, and is drowned. 
Hleld, that he is entitled to compensation, for he has returned to 
and resumed his employment—the resumption occurred the 
moment he got on the ladder (Canavan v. s.s. Universal, 3 Butter- 
worth 355). Had he fallen in a moment before, he would have 
been outside his employment, and disentitled ! 

There is another litt!e group of interesting cases, four in 
number, which relate to a cognate point—namely, the inference 
to be drawn in the case of an “ unexplained death.” The first of 
these cases in point of time is Rice v. Swansea Vale (3 Butterworth 
152). There aseaman while on watch fell overboard ; there was 
no evidence to show how he fell—he might have had an accident 
or committed suicide or been murdered. The Court held that 
prima facie he must be presumed to be doing his duty, and there- 
fore the correct inference was that he had perished by an 
accident ; he was awarded compensation. The next case in 
point of time, /ewitt v. Ship Duchess (quoted supra), was decided 
in the reverse way. The master of 7c Duchess went on shore, 
and fell into the water as he returned, no one seeing the accident. 
Had there been evidence that he went on shore to do the ship’s 
business, he would have been “ in the course of his employment ” 
when he met with the accident, and the presumption of law would 
be that he met it in the course of his duty. Since, however, his 
going ashore might have been either for pleasure or on business, 
there was no presumption that he was doing his duty when he 
returnel, and therefore no presumption of an accident. Hence 
he had not discharged the burden of proof, and was not entitled 
to compensation. In the third case, Murshall v. Wild Ros: 
(3 Butterworth 514), a sailor went on deck to got fresh air one 
night, and disappeared. It was held (Lords LoresurN and 
JAMES dissenting) that there was no evidence as to how he 
met his death, and that the prasumption of accident could not 
be drawn. This case was distinguished from our first case, The 


Swansea Vale, by the fact that tere the sailor was on watch, | 
here he was off duty, when the unexplained death occurred. 


Therefore, the presumption as to the cause of disappearance is 
different ; in the first case he is presumed to die while doing 
his duty, in the other case there is no such presumption. In | 
the fourth case, Moore (Pauper) v. Manchester Liners (supra), the | 
seaman had gone ashore to purchase personal necassaries, and | 
therefore his unexplained death was held to arise while he was | 
doing his duty to his employers, so as to be an accident which | 
entitled him to compensation. Thus it would seem that it is | 
a sailor’s duty to his employers to buy personal necessaries, but | 
no part of his duty to get a breath of fresh air at night! The 

true explanation of the last two cases--which immediately suc- | 
ceeded each other in the House of Lords—is that the House was | 
differently composed on the two occasions, and that on the 

second occasion the judges who had dissented in the first case | 
were reinforced by a colleague who took the same view. The 
practitioner is, therefore, in some doubt as to which will 
ultimately be regarded as an authority. 








Reviews. 


Mercantile Law. 


MERCANTILE Law. By D. F. pe t’Hoste Ranktye, M.A., LL.D., 
and Ernest Evan Spicer, F.C.A., and Ernest E. Pecuer, F.C.A,, 
of the Firm of Spicer & Pegler, Chartered Accountants. H. Foulks 
Lynch & Co. 

In this volume the subject of mercantile law is treated in a popular 
manner. It is, the authors say in the opening chapter, perhaps one 
of the most surprising features of trade and commerce “ that so many 
persons engaged in it are daily making contracts, and acquiring rights 
and taking liabilities under such contracts, without being aware in | 
the slightest degree of the law governing their actions.” For the | 





| benefit of such persons the elements of the law of contract and of 
| other branches of mercantile law are explained, and illustrations are 
| given from the reports. There is, for instance, in the discussion of 
the essentials of a contract a reference to Car/i/l v. Carbolie Smoke 
Ball Co. (1893, 1 Q. B. 256), which settled that an offer made to the 
public by advertisement does not require specific notification of 
| acceptance, but is turned into a contract by the performance of the 
| condition. The chapter on Sale of Goods is of course based on the Sale 
of Goods Act, 1893, and contains, among other matter, a useful 
statement of the requirements of section 4, corresponding to 
section 17 of the Statute of Frauds; and the chapter on Surety- 
ship and Guarantees distinguishes between guarantees, for which a 
memorandum in writing is necessary, and indemnities, which are 
outside the statute. There are chapters also on Insurance, Bail- 
ments, Carriage, Merchant Shipping, Securities, and other matters, 
and a glossary of mercantile terms and legal maxims. The sections 
on priority of shipping mortgages, which give the provisions of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, should, in accordance with the scheme 
of the rest of the book, contain references to the leading cases, 
but these are wanting. This book will be useful as an elementary 
manual. 


Announcements. 


AmonG the many works we have recently announced as about to 
be published, we have been surprised to see no reference to a contem- 
| plated reissue of Wolstenholme’s Conveyancing and Settled Land 
| Acts, the ninth edition of which appeared in 1905. This is a most 
valuable work for the conveyancer, and the admirable notes by the 
eminent author should not be allowed to pass into oblivion, 








Books of the Week. 


| Libel and Slander.—A Digest of the Law of Libel and 
Slander and of Actions on the Case for Words causing Damage. 
| With the Evidence, Procedure, Practice and Precedents of Pleadings, 
both in Civil and Criminal Cases. By W. Brake Opcers, M.A., 
LL.D., K.C. Fifth Edition. By Tae Autruor, J. Bromtey Eames, 
M.A., B.C.L., and Warrer Boake Opcers, M.A., Barristers-at- 
| Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited), 
| Private Bill Legislation.—Municipal Origins. An Account 
of English Private Bill Legislation relating to Local Government 
1740-1835, with a Chapter on Private Bill Procedure. By Freperick 
H. Srencer, LL.B. With a Preface by Sir Epwarp CrarKkg, K.C. 
10s. 6d. net. Constable & Co. (Limited). 

Criminal Appeal.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports of 
Cases in the Court of Criminal Appeal, July 3rd, 1911. Edited by 
Herman Conen, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. VI, Part IX. Stevens & 
Haynes. 








Correspondence. 


Land Valuation and Ground Rents. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and We ekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I enclose (omitting formal parts) copies of letters exchanged 
with the Secretary to the Inland Revenue. _ 

From these letters it appears that where, in the case of ground 
rents, the reversion is of no value, the original site values now being 
ascertained by the district valuers can be accepted without demur, 
as it is unlikely that any increment value duty will be payable 
on the sale by the present owner. Francis R. Berou. 

13, Walbrook, E,C., Sept. 14. 

The following is the correspondence referred to :— 

4th Augast, 1911, 
To the Secretary, Land Valuation Department. 

In connection with this estate, which comprises numerous ground rents 
all over London, having in most cases considerable terms to run, we are 
informed by district valuers, ‘‘ that in ordinary circumstances, upon the 
sale of these ground rents, where the lease was outstanding for a term of 
say forty years or more, the Commissioners would be advised to accept as 
the site value the site value fixed on the last previous cccasion, or if there 
had been no previous occasion, the original site value.” MiP 

We should be glad to know whether we can accept the principle men- 
tioned in this statement as a general one in ordinary circumstances, for 
if so it will save our clients considerable trouble and expense in dealing 
with provisional valuations. 

Copy Letter from the Inland Revenue. 
13th September, 1911. 
FINANCE (1909-10) Act, 1910. ; 

In reply to your letter of the 4th ult., I am directed by the Commis- 
sioners of Inland Revenue to acquaint you that the statement alleged 
to have been made by the district valuers respecting the sale of “ ground 
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rents where the lease was outstanding for a term of say forty years or 
more,” referred only to the particular property which was then under 
consideration. 

I am to point out that the transfer of a reversionary interest with the 
ground rent incident thereto is the transfer of an interest in land, nota 
transfer of the fee simple, which, for the purposes of Part I of the 
above Act, is defined to mean “ the fee slenghe in possession not subject 
to any lease.” 

On the occasion of the transfer on sale of such an interest, therefore 
the value of the fee simple has to be calculated on the basis of the 
portion, if any, of the consideration attributable to the reversionary 
interest as distinct from the ground rent, and the ‘‘ oceasion” site 
value is ascertained by making the deductions authorized by the latter 
part of section 2 (2). 

You are no doubt aware that when valuing ground rents, it is, under 
normal circumstances, the practice not to include any additional rever- 
sionary value if the reversion is deferred for a long period, and conse- 


quently, upon the sale of such a ground rent where these circumstances 


exist, no increment value duty would be payable. 


(See observations under head of “ Current Topics.”—Ep. S../.] 


Rules of the Supreme Court (July), rgtt. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and We ekly Reporte r.} 


Sir,—When these rules were in draft, [ never thought that Rule 
12, requiring Chancery orders to be drawn up and entered in four- 
teen an, would be allowed to pass, and can hardly believe it was 
drawn by anyone having a /u// knowledge of the practice, and the 
difficulties in getting orders through at the registrars’ seats. First, 
it usually takes about a week to get the draft order, and there goes 
at once seven days of the time allowed by the rule ; this seven days is 
taken up by first obtaining counsel’s brief, which at the earliest can 
only be got on the following day of the making of the order ; this is 
taken to the registrar’s seat, and in due course goes to the registrar's 
chief clerk, whodrafts the order. The time it is with him depends 
upon whether he is busy or not, and the nature and difficulties of 
the order. It then goes tothe stationer for drafts to be made for 
the solicitors, and they might be ready in twenty four hours. The 
drafts when made go to the registrars, some of whom make a practice 
of going through them before handing out to the solicitors, and it is a 
frequent answer, when applying for draft, that the registrar is looking 
through it, which he can only do, of course, while in his room or in 
court and subject to the usual interruptions 

Whenat last thesolicitor getsthe draft, he applies foran appointment 
to settle (which must be one clear day’s notice), to be told very often 
that the registrar is in court for the next three days, and herein lies a 
good deal of the cause of the delay. If the registrar's rota is referred 


to it will be seen that it is quite common for registrars to be in court | 


three days in succession, and if you take in the emergency rota, it 
might be four or five days in succession. What is wanted is more 
registrars. 


From the above one can quite see that the fourteen days under | 


the new rule may easily be used up in o+faining and sett/ing the 
aboveorder; then it has to be engrossed, and if it isa paymaster’s order, 
it has to be printed—first, a blue print, which will probably take two 
days to get, then examined and left for white print, then (in either 
printed or written orders), if an appointment to pass is necessary, 
another possibility of the registrar being in court for three days or 
more. 

The rule is absurd, as any solicitor’s managing clerk would tell you 

solicitors would only be too glad to get their orders through, but 
the delay is not with them, but at the registrars’ seats. It is not 
the fault of the registrars themselves, but of their system, and as by 
the new rule it is compulsory for them to report every case to the 
judge (where the time is exceeded), they will have enough to do. 
f a rule of this nature was necessary, it would have been sufficient 
for the registrar toreport any case where the solicitors were respon- 
sible for the delay. As it is now, he has to report all cases, and if 
it is not the fault of the solicitors he will have to say whose fault 
it is ; and if it is the fault of the system it is hoped he will say so, 
and see whether the Rule Committee will suggest a remedy. Chancery 
orders are often important documents, and cannot be rushed through, 
and moreover, often have to be submitted, in agency cases, to the 
country client. C. J. SKINNER. 

11, Maiden-lane, Queen-street, Cheapside, London, Sept. 16. 

_ our observations on Rule 12, ante, pp. 561, 574, 594 and 677. 
It does not appear that the attention of the Council of the Law 
Society has been directed to the operation of the rule.—Ep. S./.] 





Transfers of Mortgages. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—There is one point with regard to the transfer of a mortgage 
which does not seem to be dealt with in the books. 
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Where the borrower joins in the transfer, inquiry is naturally 
made of him as to whether there have been any dealings with the 
equity of redemption. But the borrower’s answer to this requisition 
is in the nature of an ex parte statement, and there may possibly be 
a duty on the transferee to inquire also of the mortgagee whether 
he has received notice of any such dealings. The transferee may 
have no actual notice of any dealing with the equity of redemption ; 
but might he not be fixed with constructive notice of a dealing which 
inquiries of the mortgagee would have revealed ? 

f the transferee obtains the legal estate (as he would in the case 
of a first mortgage), it would seem probable that he has not been 
guilty of such gross negligence as would take away his advantage of 
having the legal estate. On the other hand, the matter is by no 
means so clear in the case of the transferee of a second mortgage 
(who obtains merely an equitable interest), inasmuch as he purchases 
subject to all existing equities. 

Another question arises as to whether the mortgagee would be 
obliged to answer such an inquiry, since his position would seem to 
be much the same as that of a trustee asked by a proposed mort- 
gagee of a beneficiary’s interest for information with regard to 
charges on that interest. 

Perhaps one of your readers can enlighten me. 

London, Sept. 13. 


LEcTorR. 





Double Taxation. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—There is a very common error in your Note on Double Taxa- 
tion on p. 762 of your issue of the 16th inst., where you state that 
a person residing here has to pay the tax on his entire income 
wherever arising, notwithstanding that part may be produced in a 
British colony, &e., &e. 

This statement is, of course, in direct contradiction of Colquhoun v. 
Brooks (1889, App. Cas. 493), where the House of Lords decided that 
profits on a trade carried on by a person resident in the United King- 
dom, elsewhere than in the United Kingdom, are nof assessable 
until received by such resident here. The case is decisive of the 
point, as Mr. Brooks had part of the profits made in Australia remitted 
here and paid tax on them, but the taxing authority failed to get the 
income tax on the part of the profits left in Australia. 

Mr. Asquith made a similar mis-statement to yours in the House 
of Commons. I immediately wrote to him pointing out his error, 
but my letter was not acknowledged, nor did ' make any correction 
in the House that [ saw reported. E. T. HARGRAVES. 

52, Coleman-street, E.C., Sept. 18. 

[See observations under head of “ Current Topics.”—Eb. S./.]. 





Sharpe rv. Haggith. 
[Tothe Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.| 
Sir,—Referring to your paragraph in this week’s Soxtcrrors’ 
JouRNAL—“ Set-Otf or Counterclaim ”—we beg to inform you we 
have 4et down an appeal from the judgment of Lord Coleridge, and 
that it will come on in due course. 


The plaintiff's contention is that pesemnent ought to have been 
entered for £50 with costs on the claim, and for £90 15s. 9d. with 


costs on the counterclaim, as pointed out in your paragraph. We 
may add that the hearing of the claim lasted over two days, while 
the counterclaim, being admitted, was scarcely mentioned. 
Aspott & Hupson, 
9, Fenchurch-street, Sept. 18. Solicitors for the Plaintiff. 
[We were, of course, not aware, at the time of our observations, 


that an appeal had been entered.—Ep. S../.] 


Points to be Noted. 


Conveyancing and Equity. 


Building Society--Mortgage by Way of Trust—Statute 
of Limitations—Acknowledgment.—When a member of a 
building society, having borrowed money from the society, 
executes a deed conveying property to the society upon trust 
to permit him to receive the rents until he makes default in 
repayment of the advance, and then to enter and take possession, 
| and the deed contains a power of sale, then the deed is a mortgage, 
| although in form a conveyance upon trusts. The Real Property 
Limitation Act, 1874, applies from the date of taking possession 
under it. The statutory yearly accounts sae agen by the society, men 
tioning the possession of the property ,by the society as mortgagees, 
are not acknowledgments of |the member’s title so as to prevent 
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the statute from running.—Re Metropoits anp Counties PrEr- 
MANENT INVESTMENT BurILpInc Soctety: GaATFIELD’s CAsE 
(Neville, J.. March 2) (1911, 1 Ch. 698). 

Long Lease—Breach of Repairing Covenant—Waste 
Relief against Forfeiture.—<An act of waste, such as altering 
the character of a building, may be a breach of a repairing coven 
ant ; and a breach of a repairing covenant may result in forfeiture 
of the lease. Relief may be given against forfeiture under section 14 
of the Conveyancing Act, 1881 ; but relief will not be given from the 


consequences of these acts of waste unless the tenant is willing to | 


make good the waste and to observe the covenant in the future.— 
RoseE v. Spicer. Rose v. Hyman (C.A., March 31) (55 Sonicrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 405 ; 1911, 2 K. B., 234), 

Administration—_Legacy to Debtor— Partnership Debt. 
It'is a principle of administration that a debtor legatee is not to be 
paid his legacy urtil he has brought into account the amount of the 
debt. But this rule does not apply against a legatee who is a mem- 
ber of a partnership firm and indebted only as a partner.—TURNER 
v. TURNER (C.A., March 31), (1911, 1 Ch. 716). 

Administration— Right of Executor to Pledge Personal 
Chattels.__An executor remains all his life an executor, unless 
removed under the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896, and he has (even if 
he be only one of several executors) a right to pledge personal chattels 
in his hands which does not cease when all the testator’s known 
debts are paid. The pledgee is not bound to inquire whether the 
pledgor is an executor, and the pledge is gooc even if made for 
private ends. The date when an executor becomes a trustee is not 
the end of his executorship.—SoLomon v. ATTENBOROUGH (Joyce, J., 
May 20) (55 Soricrrors’ JourNAL, 535 ; 1911, 2 Ch. 159). 

Settled Land Act, 1882—Capital Moneys—Damages 
under a Lease for Dilapidations.—Damages recovered by a 
life tenant of a settled estate from a lessee, for dilapidations arising 
from breach of a repairing covenant, are not capital moneys payable 
to the settlement trustees or into court. They are the life tenant’s 
own money, representing the damage which he has sustained. 
(Decision of Swinfen Eady, J., noted 55 Soricrrors’ JouRNAL, 496, 
reversed).—RE Lacon’s SETTLEMENT: Lacon v. Lacon (C.A., May 
26) (55 Soticrrors’ JouRNAL, 551; 1911, 2 Ch. 17). 

Power of Appointment—Appointment by Will Equally 
among a Class—Satisfaction.—An appointment of a fund by 
will equally among A, B, C, and D is satisfied, as regards A and B, 
by a subsequent appointment of proportionate parts of the fund to 
A and B by deed.—Re Peevw’s Serriement: Bipputren v. PEEL 
(Joyce, J., June 2) (55 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, 580; 1911, 2 Ch. 165). 








CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


REX v. COMMISSIONER OF METROPOLITAN POLICE. Ex parte 
HOLLOWAY. No. 2. 29th July. 


Metropotis—Cass—Licence to Pty ror Hire—Discretion ‘or Com 
MISSIONER OF PoLICE—MetTROPOLITAN PusLic Carriace Act, 1869 (32 
& 33 Vicr. & 115), ss. 6, 11—Orper as To HacKNEY AND STAGE 
CaRRIAGEs oF 1907. 

Under the Metropolitan Carriage Act, 1869, and the order made by 
the Secretary of State on the Wth of December, 1907, under sections 
6 and 11 of that Act, the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis 
has no discretion to refuse licences for cabs or stage carriages to ply 
for hire within the Metropolis in cases that do not come within sub- 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of clause 2 of the order. 


This was an appeal from a decision of the Divisional Court, which, 
by a majority (Lord Alverstone, C.J., and Lawrance, J., Darling, J., 
dissentiente), had ordered the discharge of a rule nisi addressed to the 
Commissioner of Metropolitan Police, calling on him to show cause 
why a writ of mandamus should not issue commanding him to grant 
a cab licence, or to hear and determine the application therefor accord- 
ing to law. The appeal raised the question of the correctness of ‘he 


decision in Rex v. Commissioner of Police, Ex parte Pearce (1911, 80 | 


L. J., K. B. 223), that the Commissioner of Police had a discre‘ion 


in all cases as to the granting of licences for cabs or stage carriages | 


to ply for hire within the Metropolis. 

The Metropolitan Public Carriage Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 115), 
provides by section 6 for the granting by a Secretary of State of 
licences to hackney and stage carriages. 

The order of the 30th of December, 1907, made by the Secretary of 
State, which took the place of a previous order, dated the 10th of 
March, 1871, provided as follows :— 

In pursuance of sections 6 and 11 of the Metropolitan Public Carriage 
Act, 1869, I hereby prescribe as follows :— 

1. A licence for a cab or stage carriage may be granted to any 
person by the Commissioner of Police of the Metropolis, hereinafter 
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| referred to as the Commissioner, subject to the following exceptions : 
| (a2) A licence shall not be granted to any person under the age of 
twenty-one years, and any licence so granted shall be void. (b) The 

Commissioner may, at his discretion, refuse a licence to any person 

who has been convicted of a felony, misdemeanour, or of cruelty to 
animals, or who, having previously held a licence for a cab or a stage 
| carriage, has had such previous licence revoked or suspended. 

2. A person desirous of obtaining a licence for a cab or a stage 
carriage shall make application at the office of the Commissioner. 

Such application, if for a cab licence, shall be in the form contained 
in schedule A hereto... . 

3. The price of a licence for a cab or a stage carriage is £2. 

4. If the application is approved by the Commissioner, the applicant 
shall pay the said sum of £2 to the receiver for the Metropolitan 
Police District, or to some person whom such receiver shall appoint, 
who shall issue to the applicant a receipt for the amount paid. 

7. A licence (subject to the conditions hereinafter specified) shall 
thereupon be issued to the applicant. 

The question as to the general discretion of the Commissioner not 
being open to the Divisional Court, they held, by a majority, that he 
had exercised his discretion properly in the particular case in refusing 
the licence. From this decision the applicant appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Farwett and KENNepy, 
L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—Three grounds for appeal are alleged in the 
present case. The first is that the Commissioner has not a general 
discretion to grant or refuse licences. I have arrived at the conclusion 
that the appeal ought to be allowed on this first ground, and I do 
not therefore propose to deal with the other grounds. The Com- 
missioner of Police has authority given to him, under the order of the 
30th of December, 1907, by the Secretary of State; in one case (a) he 
must not grant a licence, in another case (+) he may refuse a licence. 
I think that the maxim expressio unius exclusio alterius applies, and 
that is inconsistent with the Commissioner having a discretion in all 
cases. I desire to adopt the observations of Lush, J., in Vx parte 
Randall (27 T. L. R. 505): “If it had not been for the decision 
in Kx parte Pearce (supra) I confess I should have felt some hesitation 
in coming to the conclusion that the Commissioner of Police has the 
very wide discretion which Mr. Scott says he has. He derives his 
power to grant or withhold licences entirely from the mandate givea 
to him by the Secretary of State, who obtains his power to give such 
mandate from eection 6 of the Metropolitan Carriage Act, 1869."’ It 
may be observed that the Commissioner, in the regulations which have 
been laid down by the Secretary of State, and upon which the Com- 
missioner acts, is told by clause 1 (+) that he may in certain specified 
instances in his discretion refuse a licence. It does seem to me that 
there might have been considerable force in the contention that it is 
an erroneous view to take of that sub-paragraph to say that it means 
that the Commissioner may, in his discretion, if he thinks fit, refuse 
a licence. I have considered, with the respect due to the learned 
judges who decided Hx parte Pearce (supra), whether that decision 
can really be considered sound. Lord Alverstone, L.C.J., in that case 
took the view that the order did intend to give the Commissioner 
a discretion in granting a licence, but he did not notice any passage 
either in the Act of Parliament or in the order which gave him the 
unlimited discretion that was claimed. Pickford, J., took the view 
that by virtue of section 11 the Commissioner was substituted for the 
Secretary of State, and must have the same power and discretion as 
the Secretary of State had under section 6. With that view I cannot 
It is too plain for argument that the Commissioner cannot 
| make regulations, but can only adopt the conditions prescribed by. the 
Secretary of State. I am of opinion that under the order the Com- 
| missioner has not the discretion which he claims in cases not falling 





agree. 


within sub-paragraphs (a) or (4). “That being so, the mandamus 
ought to go, and the appeal must be allowed. 

FaRwrtt and Kennepy, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—Counset, Sankey, K.C., and R. J. White; Danckwerts, K.C., 
and G. A. Scott. Soxicrrors, Julius A. White; Wontner & Son, 


[Reported by J. I. Srintiwe, Barrister at-Law.] 





ew Orders, &c. 


Indictable Offences Act, 1848. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| Costs IN PROCEEDINGS. 
| The following circular has been issued by the Home Office :— 
Home Office, Whitehall, 
3lst July, 1911. 
** Sar, , : 
1. I am directed by the Secretary of State to inform you that his 
attention has been called by the Director of Public Prosecutions and 
| other persons to questions arising under the Costs in Criminal Cases 
| Act. 1908, on which an expression of his opinion may be of assistance 
| to magistrates in dealing with indictable cases. ; ; 
2. I am in the first place to point out that the Director of Public 
Prosecutions is in the same position, in respect of the allowance of 
costs from county or borough funds, as any private prosecutor. 
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5. The provisions for the payment of a prosecutor's costs out of 
local funds are expressly declared by section 2 (4) of the Prosecution 
of Offences Act, 1908, to apply to the Director of Public Prosecutions, 
in the same way as to any private prosecutor. 

4 By the financial arrangements made at the time of the passing 


of the Local Government Act, 1888, the costs of prosecutions fall on 
local funds—the grants in aid of these costs, which were formerly 
made by the Treasury, having been discontinued, with other similar 


grants, in consideration of the large amount of revenue from Imperial 
taxes, which was devoted by the Act to the relief of local rates 
5. As the Director conducts prosecutions, by his staff, or through 


his agents, in all parts of the country, he has a wide and varied 
experience of the diversity of practice which exists in regard of the 
payment of costs; and while it is the general rule that magistrates 
are ready to give a certificate for the payment from local funds of 
the reasonable costs of a solicitor conducting a case before them, prior 
to its committal for trial, it appears that difficulty is sometimes 
experienced in obtaining one, even in cases where the solicitor’s 
services have been most necessary for putting the evidence fully and 
clearly before the court, and where it. would be unreasonable to 
expect the police, or anyone not having legal qualifications, to conduct 


the proceedings unaided 


6. The Secretary of State does not ippreciate the reasons which give 
rise to this difficult The employment of a solicitor is often necessary 
not only to save the time of the court, but to present the true facts, 
and so to prevent miscarriage of justice, or to assist in considering any 
points of law which may arise Moreover, the needs of the case 
must not be judged by the actual proceedings before the justices 
alone Reg ird must also be | ul to the preliminary work done out of 
court by the persons responsible for the conduct of the prosecution. 
This work is often of a difficult, prolonged, and costly character 

7. The Secretary of State is of opinion that, when the magistrates 
are satisfied that the employment of a solicitor has resulted in a 
difficult or complicated case being put before them in a manner which 
has assisted them to come to a decision, or that it would not have been 


| 


| 


| centre 


| 


right to permit or expect the police or a private prosecutor to present 
the case unassisted, it is their duty to issue a certificate, in pursuance 
of section 1 and section 3 of the Costs in Criminal Cases Act 

8. The amount of the costs to be included in such a certificate 
is a matter as to which the Secretary of State does not, as at present 
advised, feel able to lay down any general rule—but he thinks that the 
language of section 1 of the Act previously referred to might very 
properly be taken as a vuide 

9. The cases taken up by the Director of Public Prosecutions are 
usually of special importance, or of a specially difficult nature, and in 
some instances the duty of prosecuting is imposed upon the Director 
by statute. Where this is so, certificates for costs should, in the 
Secretary of State’s opinion, be issued without hesitation, and it 
seems to him that the «mounts allowed in respect of them might be 
taken by justices as a useful guide in determining the smaller amount 
to be allowed to a private prosecutor In a less important, or a less 
difficult, prosecution 

10. At the same time. the Secretary of State would urge that in 
cases where the Director is unable to undertake the conduct of a 
prosecution, the magistrates should give full consideration to the 
difficulties that may be found by a private prosecutor in putting his 
case in a businesslike way before them, and should not refuse to 
grant him a certificate for his costs, unless they are of opinion that 
the services of a solicitor were not necessary, having regard to the 
nature of the case and the position of the prosecutor. This applies | 
whether the prosecution 1s conducted by the police or 18s in the hands 
of a private prosecutor 

1l. There may, of course, be cases where magistrates may not feel 
justified in issuing a certificate for costs, although they have been 
actually incurred by prosecutors. In such cases, Mr. Churchill would 
suggest that they should state fully and clearly the reasons that 


induced them to refuse to grant certificates, in order that the grounds 
of their decision may be available as a guide to action in future prose 
cutions before them. 
I am, Sir, 
Your obedient Servant, 
Epwarp Trovpe.”’ 


Societies. 
The Law Society. 


Tuer following programme has been settled by the Council of the Law 
Society for the Nottingham provincial meeting 

Tvuespay, 26TH Serremper, 1911, at 10.30 a.m., in the University 
College, Shakespeare-etreet, Nottingham.—The proceedings will com 
mence with the president's address, after which the following papers 
will be read “The Relations of Labour and Law,”’ Dixon H. Davies 
(London); ‘‘ The Poor Man's Lawyer,’’ H. Greenwood Wrigley (Man 


chester); ‘‘ The Tyranny of Officialdom,’’ James W. Reid (London) ; 


“The National Insurance Bill: Some Legal Aspects,”’ H. Kingsley 
Wood (London); ‘‘ Profession, Practice and Press,’’ T. Holmes Gore 
(Bristol) 


11 


SeprembBer, 1911, at 
Nottingham 


Wepnespay, 27TH 


College, 


1.m., in the University 


Shakespeare-street, 





| however, he succeeded to the practice of his uncle in Newcastle ; 


| thirty-two years. 


‘‘An Imperial School of | chairman of the one and vice-chairman of the other, 


Law,’ Walter G. Hart, LL.D. (London); ‘The Land Transfer 
‘Scandal,’’’ J. S. Rubinstein (London); ‘‘ Proposed Amendments in 
the Law relating to County Courts,”” Thomas Marsden (Blackburn) ; 
“On the Desirability of giving Better Facilities to Claimants as 
Heirs-at-law or Next-cf kin,”’ G. E. Moser (Kendal) ; “ His Majesty 8 
Commission of the Peace,’ J. A. Howard-Watson, F.R.G.S. (Liver- 


pool); ‘‘The Maritime Conventions,’’ Sandford D. Cole (Bristol); 
‘*Women : And the Unfair Position which they occupy at the Present 
Time; from a Legal Point of View; and a Few Suggestions as to 


where the Law should be Altered or Extended,”’ J. W. F. Jacques 
(Bristol). 
The President may make such alteration in the order of the papers as 


he may think convenient. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
The Joint Board of Legal Education for Wales. 


The first annual meeting of the Joint Board of Legal Education for 

‘s was held at Llandrindod Wells, on Saturday in last week, Mr. 
Cleaver (Liverpool) presiding. 

The officers of the Board were unanimously re-elected for the session 


. 8 


1911-12, viz Mr. R. 8. Cleaver, president ; Alderman Lewis Morgan, 
vice-president; Mr. E. W. Jones (Swansea), treasurer; Mr. D 
Lieufer Thomas, hon. secretary. ‘The following were co-opted 
members of the Board :—Mr. H. W. Spowart (Llanelly), Mr. G. L 
Stokes, jun. (Tenby), Mr. William George (Criccieth), Mr. Francis 
Nunn (Colwyn Bay). The executive committee was appointed as 
follows :—Mr. Llewelyn Jones, Mr. A. C. Mackintosh, Mr. Dauncey, 
Mr. Hopley Pierce, Principal Roberts, Mr. G. F. Colbourne, M: 
W. W. Meredith, the officers to serve ex officio. 


The meeting approved of a statement setting forth an application to 
be submitted to the Council of the Law Society in accordance with 
provisions of a scheme adopted in 1910 for the establishment of the 
board in association with the Law Society and the University of Wales 


in its constituent colleges. The statement dealt with the provision of 
legal education during 1911-12, and appealed for a special grant from 
the Council. It was realised that the grant made in September last to 


South Wales was in advance for 1911-12, and before the Joint Board 
came into existence, the first meeting of the latter being held in April, 


1911. Consequently other centres desirous of establishing legal teach 
ing for the current year had been prejudiced through no fault of their 
own. As a result of correspondence between the Joint Board and thx 
Swansea Board, the latter, with the approval of the Law Society, had 


paid over to the Joint Board the grant of £200 received by them on 
condition that the number of lectures to be given at Swansea in 1911-12 
should be not fewer than in previous years, and that the summer 
course at Aberystwith should be continued. Further, the Aberystwith 
and Swansea centres guaranteed the sum of £121 and the Cardiff 
about £100, which, with the Law Society’s grant of £200, 
makes an approximate total of £420, thus enabling the board, in 
addition to continuing the instruction previously given at the Aberyst 
with and Swansea centres, to provide for courses of law lectures 


during 1911-12 at Cardiff. 








Obituary. 
Mr. T. G. Gibson. 


Mr. Thomas George Gibson, of Newcastle-on-Tyne, solicitor, died on 
Saturday last, in his eighty-second year. He served his articles with 
his uncle, the late Mr. G. T. Gibson, of Newcastle, and subsequently 
for some years practised on his own account in London. In 1865, 
and 
some years later took into partnership his brother, Mr. J. F. Gibson, 
and Mr. Robert Pybus. Mr. J. F. Gibson afterwards quitted the 
firm, and Mr. John Pybus became a partner. The style of the firm 
is now Gibson, Pybus, and Pybus. Mr. Gibson took an active part 
in municipal matters. He was elected a member of the City Council 
in 1871, and an Alderman in 1886; was Sheriff of Newcastle in 1882, 
and Mayor of the city in the following year. In 1903 he resigned his 
position on the City Council, having served as a member for nearly 
He was indefatigable in promoting the interests of 
the Newcastle-on-Tyne Incorporated Law Society, of which he was 
honorary secretary for nearly nineteen years, and was no fewer than 
five times elected president. Mr. Gibson’s public benefactions were 
numerous; he is said to have contributed £12,000 to the College of 
Physical Science at Newcastle, and £5,000 to the new Infirmary in 
that city. The Newcastle Daily Journal reports a sermon delivered 
in Newcastle Cathedral, in which Canon Gough said that Mr. Gibson 
was ‘‘one to whom the Church and that diocese owed, perhaps, more 
than to any man of this generation. Thomas George Gibson was one 
before whom no good cause concerning the house of God was ever 
laid in vain. He was a generous contributor to the Chapter Endow- 
ment Fund, and recently to their Organ Restoration Fund; while the 
Cathedral Nursing Association and the Diocesan House of Mercy were 
indebted to him not only for financial aid, but for personal service as 
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Sir W. J. Farrer. 


Sir William James Farrer died on Sunday last, in his ninetieth 
year. He was descended from an old Yorkshire family—the Farrers, 
of Clapham, near Ingleborough—and was the son of Mr. Thomas 
Farrer and brother of the late Lord Farrer. We have no information 


as to his education or articles, but he was admitted in 1849, and | 
carried on business at No. 66, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, for many years in | 


partnership with his brother, Mr. Frederick Willis Farrer® who re- 
tired in 1900 and died in 1909. Mr. W. J. Farrer was for a long 
time High Bailiff of the city of Westminster. He was, we believe, 
solicitor to the Grenadier Guards, and a director of the Law Life 
and Law Fire Insurance Societies. In 1887, on the occasion of the 
Jubilee of Queen Victoria, he received the honour of Knighthood, and 
then, or shortly before, he retired from practice. He was a magistrate 
for Berkshire and Middlesex; a Fellow of the Royal Geographical 
Society, the Society of Antiquaries, and the Geological Society. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. G. R. Asxwrrn, K.C., C.B., has received the honour of K.C.B. 
(Civil Division). 





Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Dissolutions. 


JoserpuH Lister Boorn and Crect, Coorrr Muuican. solicitors (J. 
Lister Booth & Milligan), Bradford and Leeds. Sept. 1. The said 
Joseph Lister Booth will henceforth practise on his own account at 
Bradford, and the said Cecil Cooper Milligan will henceforth practis« 
on his own account at Leeds. 


Percy Cuarues Ray, Ceci, Flower FLower-Etuis, and ARTHUR 
Powe.t Simon, solicitors (Ray, Flower-Ellis, & Simon), 58, Margaret 
street, Regent-street, London. Sept 6. [Gazette, Sept. 19. 


General. 


“They have,” says the Evening Standard, “just put up a new 
statue to that well-known matron Justice over the extension of the 
Law Courts. It is in marble, and capable, it is to be hoped, of 
resisting the defilements of London air. That other statue of this 
good lady on the summit of the New Bailey is in a pitiably dirty 
condition, whether due to the exceptional heat or more normal causes 
we cannot tell. It does not look well, to say the least of it, to sec 
this great Criminal Court presided over, externally, by tarnished 
Justice.’’ 


The Times, in an article on the work of the Ordnance Survey, says 
that maps of the whole country, in various styles, plain and coloured, 
are now obtainable on the scale of 15.782 miles, 10 miles, 4 miles, 2 
miles, and 1 mile to the inch. The country has also been completely 
mapped on the large scale of six inches to the mile, showing every 
house, fence, and road, with contours. Finally the cultivated dis 
tricts of Great Britain and most of Ireland are also shewn on a 
series of maps on the still larger scale of 25 inches to the mile—about 
one square inch to the acre—giving the area of every field, and more 
heights above sea level than are shown in the 6-inch map, but without 
contours. 

The Local Government Board have, says the Times, issued new 
regulations under section 10 of the Old Age Pensions Act, 1908, 
as amended by the Old Age Pensions Act, 1911. The new 
regulations supersede the regulations of 1908 and 1910, which are 
revoked. Some alterations are necessary in consequence of the new 
Act, and the opportunity has been taken to make a few other amend 
ments in points of detail which experience of the administration of 
the Act of 1908 has shown to be necessary. As regards the conditions 
under which a pension officer is not bound to investigate a claim, the 
period of four months has now been extended to six months, and in 
order to obviate delay in dealing with claims provision has been made 
for the holding of adjourned meetings when a quorum of the com- 
mittee is not present at an ordinary meeting. 


Mr. W. J. H. Graham, Revising Barrister at Brampton, near Car- 
lisle, says the Evening Standard, gave his decision in a test case argued 
before him jointly by the Liberal and Conservative agents for North 
Cumberland and North Westmoreland, on the point whether shooting 
rights by tenants over land could carry a Parliamentary vote. He said 
he had come to the conclusion that sporting rights were hereditaments 
capable of being separately dealt with and let, and not mere easements 
A shooting tenant was getting just as much out of the land as a 
farmer who took his hay and corn. In his view the concurrent right 
to shoot rabbits created by the Ground Game Act made no difference 
to a sporting tenancy, and it was unnecessary for franchise purposes 
for a sporting tenant to have a legal document. He, therefore, 
decided that sporting rights carry Parliamentary votes. 





Sir Charles Parsons, presiding at the first meeting of the Canadian 
Oil Producing and Refining Company, remarked, says the Evening 
Standard, that when the property was taken over three hundred docu- 
ments had to be consulted for the verification of title. 


The Legal Insurance Company have issued a very tastefully got up 
little book on ‘“‘ The Inns of Court,’’ which contains an interesting 
account by Mr. Wilfred Rutherford, of the origin and early history of 
each of these bodies, their membership and customs. 


An Indian judge, when first appointed to his position, says the 
Bombay Gazette, was not well acquainted with Hindustani. He was 
trying a case in which a Hindu was charged with stealing a “‘ nilghai.”’ 
The judge did not like to betray his ignorance of what_a nilghai was, 
so he said, ‘‘ Produce the stolen property.’’ The court was held in 
an upper room, so the usher gasped, ‘* Please your lordship, it’s down 
stairs.’’ ‘* Then bring it up instantly!’ sternly ordered the judge. 
The official departed, and a minute later a loud bumping was heard, 
mingled with loud and earnest exhortations. Nearer came the noise, 
the door was pushed open, and the panting official appeared dragging 
in the blue bull. The judge was dumfoundered, but only for an 
instant. ‘‘Ah! That will do,” said he. ‘It is always best, when 
possible, for the judge personally to inspect the stolen property. 
Remove the stolen property, usher.”’ 

At the Central Criminal Court on the 14th inst., says the TJ'imes, 
before Mr. Justice Avory, John Richard Coleman was charged on the 
coroner’s inquisition with the murder of Frederick George Yardley. 
The grand jury had ignored the bill for murder and returned a true 
bill for manslaughter. Objection was taken by counsel for the 
prisoner to his being put on his trial for murder on the coroner's 
inquisition after the grand jury had thrown out the bill for murder. 
It was not illegal, but to allow the case to go on would be to reduc eC 
the work of the grand jury to a farce. in support of his con 
tention counsel quoted from Archbold’s Criminal Pleading (p. 159). 
Again, there were two differences in the names of the jurors as recorded 
n the body of the inquisition and in their signatures, and there was a 
further point as to the signature of the deputy-coroner. In the body 
f the inquisition it said “before Harry Bolton Sewell, Esq., deputy 
to Mr. Henry Robert Oswald, one of the coroners for our said lord 
he King for the said county of London.”’ According to Archbold 
p. 165), ‘‘ Where the inquisition is taken before a deputy-coroner the 
proper mode of signing the attestation is ‘R.D. (LS ), coroner, by 
E.M., his deputy duly appointed.’”’ (2. v. Perkins, 7 Q. B., 165; 14 
L. J. (M.C.), 87.) In this case the signature was simply “* Harry 
Bolton Sewell, deputy-coroner,’’ the word “ deputy be ing written in 
ibove ‘‘ coroner,’’ which was printed. That was not a sufficient signa- 
ture. Mr. Justice Avory said that the coroner’s inquisition could only 
be disposed of by a verdict of the jury, or by no evidence being offered, 
in which event the verdict of the jury was also taken. He thought the 
first objection failed. As regarded the third objection, he thought that 
it did sufficiently appear in the inquisition that the person holding the 
inquest was the deputy-coroner As to the second objection, he saw 
no reason to doubt that John Blomberg, who signed the inquisition, 
was the ‘‘John Thomas Blomberg’’ appearing in the body of the 
inquisition. He could not doubt that the coroner, in the execution of 
his duty, saw that the persons who had to be sworn as jurymen and 
viewed the body were those who signed the inquisition. ‘Therefore he 
overruled the objections. The trial was then proceeded with. 








Royat Navan Cottece, Ostorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘* How to 
Become a Naval Officer’? (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon, 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 


street, London, W. [Apvt.] 








. >. 7 
Winding-up Notices. 
> 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Sept. 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep tw Omanwoeey. 
T , 1 ; i or before Oct 28. te 
NEO RUBBER AND TRADING Co, LtD—Creditors are required, on or be t 28, 

wy = names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Baker, Eldon Street House, Eldon st. Curwen & Carter, Gray's inn sq, solors to 
the liquidator. : be ened 
as" ISTATES, LTD—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 11, directed to be hear¢ 
Oct 17 aerttae & Co, 218, Strand, for Wilding & Co, Blackburn, solors for the 
petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 


in the afternoon of Oct 16, : ‘ 
WARRINGTON STEEL Founpry, Lrp (IN LiQuIDATION)—C reditors are required, on or 
before Oct 16, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to'Arthur Taylor, 23, College hill, Cannon st. Groenop & Co,!Bush Lane House 


Cannon st, solors for the liquidator, 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Sept 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep t= Omanoerr. 


TRING © j Petn for windin 
SRIAL MANUFATURING Co OF GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND, LTD 
—" © ee Sept 7, directed to be heard Oct 17. F Victor Robinson, 14, Bedford, 
row, solors for the petnr. Nocice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 
than 9 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 16, 
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Bevaw Lockyer Co, Lrp.—Petn for winding-up, presented July 28, directed to be 
heard Oct 17 Flax & Co, 141, Leadenhall st, for Slater & Co, Darlaston, solors for the 
Petars Notice of appearing must reach Fiax & Co not later than six o'clock in the 
afternoon of Oct 16 

E.ewick AUTOCARS, Ltp—Petn for winding ap, presente! July 14, dirscted tobe heart 

Ot17 Mills & Co, U1, Queen Vietoris st, solors for the petnrs Notice of app ar- 

ing must b: sent not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of O>t 16 

a6 MILES AND Co, Lt0.—Peta for winding-up presente i Sept 9. directe 1 to be hoard 

at the Court House, Half Acre Brentford O:t iL at lO o'clock Bischoff & Co, 4,Great 

Winchester st. solors or the ps n Notice of appesring must reach the above named 

not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 

MYERS (ACCRINGTON), LTO —Creditors are required, on or befo e Oct 9,tosend their 
na nes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Elward Hope, 
Qu, Willow st, Acerin ston liquidator 


w 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Faivar, Sept. 8. 


BoLTON ANP Dis nict Property OWNERS PROTECTION ASSOCIATION LTD. 
CHESHIRE CALF MEAL Co, LtTp 

STAMFORD, SPALDING AND BosToON BANKING Co, Lip. 
WESTERNS Or“. SYNDICATE, LTD. (Reconstruction) 
Gaiuspy Mopet Bakery Co, LTD 

WILLIAM SHaw (Victoria) LTp 

MAKWANA TRANSVAAL TIN LTD 

LACTIC FERMENTS, LTD 

Z. G. F, SYNDICATE, LTD 

MILLINERY MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. 

PARADEEN DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD, 

T.&.T. Concrsstons, LTp 

Gosperton Gas Co, Lrp. 

W. Ei_eury, Ltp 

“K. B.” SYNDICATE, LTD. 


Lonion Gartte.—TUESDAY, Sept. 12. 


BELL, Procarp & Co, Ltp 

Wrener Care, LTp 

YORKSHIRE Press, LTD 

HENKIQUEZ ESTATES, LTp. (Reconstruction). 

FE. Bovsn, Ltp. 

Henriques Sovran Resper Estates. Ltp (Reconstruction) 
Beirisn COLUMBIA (RosSLAND AND SLOCAN) SYNDICATE, LTD. 
Reppisn Brick TILE AND PoTTERY Co, LTD. 

LAVEX, LTD 

SILICAWARE, LTD 

ANDREW AND THIENHAUS, LTD. 


f 


London Gazette.— RIDAY, Sept. 15. 
Hverror? Tows PLANNING SYNDICATE, LTD, 
ANGLO-AUSTRIAN CONFECTIONERY Co, LTD. 
ANGLO-MORENI OIL SYNDICATE, LTD 
GARLIC STEAMSHIPS, Lip 
H. TouLson & Co, Lrp. 
ASHGATE COLLIERY Co, LTD. 
SOUTHERN CHEMICALS, LTD 
WOODLAND COLLIERIES Co, LTD. 

London Gazette,—TUESDAY, Sept 19. 


GEORGE COLLE, LTD 
LIVINGSTONE, MUIR AND Co.,, 
TRIST PIANO PLAYER, LTD, 
MONTHLY SYNDICATE, Lrp. 
WILKINson, T. A. C. Co., LTD 

WILLIAM Brices & Co (Century DyeWworKs) Lrp. 
ECKERSALL AND ROTHWELL, LTp. 

DAWFIELD, LTD 

CHARLES TOWNEND & Co, LYD. 

TURTLE Cur, LTD 

BLACKPOOL WEEKLY, LTD. 

Ww. AND Tuos. May, Lrp. 

Leeps City GLASS Works Co, Lrp 
KARTON-UNDER-NEEDWOOD Gas Co, LTD, 
HAMLETT STATIONERY Co, LTD. 

PIBAT SYNDICATE, LTD 


LTb. 





The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 


Reversionjanp Live Pourcres. 


Mesars. H. BE. Foster & Onawrieco held their usual Fortnightly Sala, No. 939. of 
the above-named interesta, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.U., on Thursday last, 
when the following Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realizod being 








DAVIS, HARRIETT, Milverton, S»merset Oct 1> Kite & Co, Taunton 

De.n, Joun, Baldock, Herts Oct 15 Reynolds & Miles, Basinghall st 

DreKs, Harry, Taos, Sulbury, Suffolk Novi Steel & Steed, Sudbury 

FLAXMAN, SAMURL GeoroE, South Woodford, Essex Oct 20 Prestons, Stratford 

GILMORE, MARY CAROLINE, Haywari's Heath, Sus-ex Oct 24 Mercer, Chancery In 

| HARDY, ELIZABeT I, Alvaston, Derby Octl4 Briggs, Derby 

HARPER, FRANCES ELIZABETH. Queensberry pl, Sout: Kensington Oct 13 Freeman & 
Son, George st, Hanover sq 

HAYMAN-JOvcR, Joun, Eistbourne Oct 16 Coles & Co, Eastbourne 

Hopper, AB®AHaM, Portland, Dorset Oct 12 Andrews & Co, Dorchester 

Hopkin, THOMAS, Ewenny,Glam Oct 15 Miles, Cowbridge, 3 0, Glam 

HU RRELL, ELIZABETH, Brighton Oct1 Ezgar & Co, Brighton 

HuTcuinsoy, THOMAS, Clitheroe, Lancs Oct 17 Holme, Clitheroe 

IRELAND, ANN, Horsham, Sussex Oct 16 Coole & Haddock, Horsham 

JEBOULT, CAROLINE, Taunton, Somerset Oct 12 Kite & Co Taunton 

Jones, WILLIAM, Lianfyllin, Montgomery Oct 20 Jones & Co, Fleet st 

KAY, JAMES, Higher Bradshaw, nr Bolton Novi Ritson, Bolton 

Lewis THOMAS, New Tredegir, Mon, Farmer Oct 16 Lewis & Co, Merthyr Tydfil 

LIAS, MARY, Grange rd, Bermond ey Oct 9 Wilkinson, Bermondsey st 

LLoyD, DAVID, Swansea, Corn Merchant Oct 31 Collins & Woods, Swansea 

MAKIN, SARAH, East Fulwood, Lancaster Oct 14 Turner & Sons, Preston 

NORTHUMBERLAND, Most Noble ELeaNor, Dowager Duchess of, Darlington, York 
May & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 

OLIVER, EDWARD, Glenloch rd, Haverstock Hill 
Temple 

PEREIRA, EMILY, Upper Norwood, Surrey Oct 23 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's inn flelds 

REDHEAD, EDWARD, Wallsend, Northumberland Oct 31 Webb, Morpeth 

ROBERTS, CHARLES ROBINS, Upper Tollington pk Oct 16 Rossiter & Odell, Coleman st 

RoBerTs, Mra MARY ANNE, Southbourne, Hants Oct 31 Soames & Co, Lennox House, 
Norfolk et 

ROBERTSON, MARGARET, Wallington, Surrey Oct 17 
non st 

Tomes, Mrs FANNY RoseTra, Leamington Sept 29 Field & Sons, Leamington 

WALL, MARIA SARAH, Kenilworth, Warwitk Oct 20 Taomuas & Co, Birmingham 

WALTERS, WILLIAM, Swansea Oct 31 Collins & Woods, Swansea 

WARD, ANNIE, Coombe rd,Sydenhan Oct3 Humphreys & Co, Cranbourn st, Charing 
Cross rd 

WaTTs, Davip, Chesterton, Cambs Oct 31 





Oct 14 


Oct 25 Brook, King’s Bench walk 


Bridgman & Co, College hill, Can- 


Copley St Ives, Hunts 


WoopwW ARD, AMELIA ADAMS, Folkestone Oct 15 Manby & Brevitt, Wolverhampton 
YOUNG, ROSALIND ADA, Hove, Sussex Oct1 Eggar & C>, Brighton 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept 19. 

ArMItace, Luctg, Winslade rd, Brixton Hill Oct23 Heath & Eckersall, Cheltenham 

BARKER, EMMA, Bournemouth Oct 7 Walker & Co, Theobald's rd 

BATTERS, MARY ANN, Ilford, Essex Oct 16 Pettiver & Pearkes, College hl 

BERESFORD, Lieut-Gen MOsTYN DELA Poker, East Molesey, Surrey Oct15 Wordsworth 
& Co, Bloomsbury sq 

BETTS, JANETTE WILSON, Clifton, Bristol Sept 30 Page & Thompson, Bristol 

BROOK, FRED, Elland, York, Store Merchant Nov 1 Ayrton, Brighouse 

BuRN, HELEN, Liverpool Nov 3 Rogers & Birkett, Liverpool 

BURNETT, ALICE, South Shields Sept 24 Grunhut & Co, South Shields 

CARR, ARTHUR, Blackpool, Builder Oct 28 Beech, Manchester 

Cox, MARIA GoopENOUGH, Staplegrove, nr Taunton Nov 15 
Taunton 

DucK, EDWARD GEORGE, Bournemouth, Pianoforte Dealer Nov6é Simmons & Co, Bith 

FAULDING, ANN, Tenterden, Kent Oct 16 Sharp & Benest, Watling st 

FAZAKERLEY, EDWARD, Liverpool Oct 16 Hannay & Horton, Liverpool 

GOopMAN, HARRIS, Tipton, Stafford Oct 4 Hooper and Fairbairn, Dudley 

GrRiesos, EDWARD SNAPE, Ashley pl, Westminster Oct 20 
Soko sq 

HAUGHTON, ELIZABETH SusAN CELESTE DURANT, Holland rd, 
Procter, Helena chmbrs, Ealing 

LitoHAM, HENRY, Mincing In, Coffea Broker 
Pountney in 

HoLMgs, GEORGE AUGUSTUS MORTIMER LEIGH, 
Barnard, York rd, Lambeth 

Horst, ANN, Gt Haseley, Oxford Oct 23 

JEFFES, ALICE, Stockton Heath, Chester 7 

JEFFES, JOHN, Stockton Heath, Chester Sept 30 Willett, Warrington 

JONES, ANN, Penarth, Glam Oct 15 Morgan & Co, Pontypridd 

wer” ee South Shields, Licensed Victualler Sept 28 Grunhut & Co, South 

KEYS, EMMA, Derby Oct 19 Sale, Derby 

Keys, THOMAS, Derby, Publican Oct 19 


Channer & Channer, 


Allen & Son, Carlisle st, 


Kensington Oc 1t 


Oct 31 Carpenter & Sons, 5, Laurenze 


Glebe pl, Chelsea, Artist Oct 21 


Johnson, Oxford 
Oct 7 Willett, Warrington 


Sale, Derby 


23,000 : — 
- The REVERSION to £350 Ind’a Stock + > Sold £115 KINesLEr, RICHARD, Hitchin, Herts Oct 14 Shillitoe, Hitchin af 
A POLICY OF ASSURANCE— Lewis, PHILP, Bordesley, Birmingham Oct 21 Bickley & Lynex, Birmingham 
For £5,000 ove ose - »» £2,600 LISCOMBE, JOHN, Sutton, Surrey Oct 24 Warburton, Gracechurch st 
For £500 “ » £265 LONGLEY, Ezra, Stockton on Tees, Licensed Victualler Oct 20 Faber & Co, Stockton 
on lees 
—_—_—_—— — LOVELL, AL¥YRED EDMUND, Ilford, Essex Nov 1 McKenna & Co, Basinghall st 
MCNEILL, WILLIAM, Ellesmere Port, Chester Oct 14 Wilson, Liverpool 
° , - MILLs, MARY MARIA ELIZABETH Bishop's Hull, nr Tauntoa Nov 15 Channer & 
Creditors Notices. Channer, Taunton 
MOorg, SARAH, King's gdns, West Hampsteid Novi6é Guedalla & Jacobson, W nches 
U d . ter House, Uld Broad st 
nder 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 NEWTON, Manet OWEN, Ladybrand, Orange Kiver Colony Oct 16 Brown & Co, Bir- 
mingham 
Last Day or Cram. Prick, ELIZABETH, West Malvérn, Worcester Oct 31 Russell & Co, Malvern 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Sept 15. PRocTER, ELLEN Longton, Stoke on Trent Sept30 Collis, Stoke on Trent 
BALL, James, Rochdale, Flock Merchant Nov 21 Thempson, Rochdale mason, ian cae eka ‘apni © tient, ceviadtin ‘eoee 
BLAIR, ROBERT CUTHBERT, Abbottabad, North West Frontier, India Oct 11 Maddison | .. sed agg oe , Ay y 


& Uo, Old Jewry 
BURSILL, Loutsa, Hove, Sussex Nov ! 
DAVIS, ROBERT, Milverton. Somerset 


Stacpoole & Co, Union ct 
Oct lg Kite & Co, Taunton 





RAVENSOROFT, EDWARD WILLIAM, JP, CSI, Torquay, 
REED, JOHN HELLINS, Swansea Sept 27 
Scott, EDMUND, Castle View, Greenhithe, Kent 


Oct 20 Hext, Torquay 
Price, Swansea 
Oct 19 Scott, Dartford 
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SMITH, EMILy, Hendon, Middix Oct21 Hobbs & Young, Brighton 

STANDING, ELIZABETH, West Bowling, Bradford Oct 31 Wright & Co, Bradford 
STARKI&, RICHARD STRINGER, Strand Oct 31 Hamlins & Co, Fleet st 

SWANSTON, CHARLOTTE HANNAH, Swanston, Worthing Oct 15 Koapp-Fisher & Sons, 


Buckingham gate, Westminster 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 12. 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ATKINS, HARRY SEWELL, Stoke Newington rd, Job- 
master Edmonton Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

Brown, FLORENCE ELIZABETH, Southville, Bris.ol Bristol 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Septs 

CaLey, Louis, Kingston upon Hull, Publican Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Aug 1 Ord Sept 9 

DALTON, EDGAR, West Maliing, Traveller 
Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

DARBY, WILLIAM HENRY D ESTERRE, Clarges st, Piccadilly 
High Court Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

EpWARbs, W. J., Ulleswater rd, Palmers Green High 
Court Pet July 14 Ord Sept 9 

EMANUEL, MARK, Kennington Park rd, Jeweller High 
Court Pet Aug5 Ord Sept 7 

Gortz, IstpoRE, Regent st High Court Pet Augs8 Ord 
Sept 8 


Maidstone 


P 
Gortz, WILLIAM, Oxford st, HighCourt PetAugs Ord 
Sept 8 


HALL, ROBERT, Forncett St Peter, Norfolk, Farmer 
Norwich Pet Sept8 Ord Septs 

HAMLEY, CECIL FRANCIS OSBERTUS, Hampstead H'!! cdns, 
Hampstead High Court Pet Jan lo Ord Sept s 

HvuGHESs, HERBERT WILLIAMS, Handbridge, C ester, Car 
Proprietor Chester Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

HUNTING, HAROLD EDWARD, Shirebrovk, Derby, Hatter 
Nottingham Pet SeptS Ord Sept s 

Hype, WILLIAM HENRY HERBERT, Huggin In. Manu- 
facturers’ Agent High Court Pet July 25 Ord Sept7 


JACKSON, Faxpexick EVANS, Manchester, Publisher Man- | 


chester Pet Aug 23 Ord Sept 7 

JENKS, G@ CLEMENT, Coventry High Court Pet June 29 
Ord Sept 9 

JONES, PETER HENRY, Rhyl, Flint, Restaurant Keeper 
Ba gor Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 8 

MoOvY, HERBERT BRYANT, and EDGAR MITCHELL, Fulham 
rd, Stationers High Court Pet Augl10 Ord Sept 4 

PASHLEY, ALBERT, Nottingham, Wholesale Tobacconist 
Nottingham Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

Puiprs, HERBERT, Shrivenham, Berks, Licensed Victuiller 
Swindon Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 8 

PLANT, EMILY, Manchester, Mantle Dealer Manchvster 
Pet July 10 Ord Sept 8 

PoTHECARY, HENRY HERBERT, Mansfield, Notts, Printer 
Nottingham Pet Aug15 Ord Sept 4 

Rick, RAMAH FREDERICK Lowestoft, Smackowner Great 
Yarmouth Pet Sept8 Ord Sept & 

RICHMAN, WOLFE, Leeus, General Dealer Leeds Pet Sept 
6 OdSepté 

VILLIs, EDWARD, Bridgwater, Timber Haulier Bridgwater 
Pet Sept8 Ord -epts 

Witson, JoHN EDWARD, Leeds, Perambulator Manufac- 
turer Leeds Pet June 30 Ord Sept 7 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Aug 29: 


ANTOINE, GUSTAVE GODCHAUD, Finsbary House, London 
Wall High Court Pet June lu Ord Aug 21 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Sept 15. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aneens, Jucivs Henry, Leadenhall st High Court Pet 
May2 Ord Sept 1 

Boxsatt, Wictram, Abercrave, Brecon, Decorator Neath 
Pet Sept 11 Ord ept il 

Cuarrett, A 8, Isledon rd, Finsbury Park, Builder High 
Court Pet Aug9 Ord Sept il 





VINE, MICHAEL, Hartland, Devon Oct 16 Hole & Co, Bide‘ord 

WALKER, HENRY, St Bridgets, Cumberland Oct 31 Atkinson & Bennett, Whitshaven 
WARTNABY, HELEN, Brighton Oct 21 Hobbs & Young, Brighton 

WoopHAM, Henry, Twickenham, Licensed Victual'er Oct 27 Adams, Victoria st 


WooDLAnD, James, Leicester, Boot Factor Oct.20 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 








Corts, Josx, Leadenhall st, Salt Merchant High Court 
ll | 


Pet Aung 9 Ord -ept 

Donoo, Cuarces, Great Grimsby, Art Ne-dlework Dealer 
Great Grimsby Pet Sept9 Ord Sept 

Dust, Lieut RCV, Devonport HighCourt Pet May 31 
Pet Sept 11 

Gansott, Witt1am Jou~ Kay, Manchester, Joiner Man- 
chester Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 15 

Harmay, Emmanvet, Great Yarmouth, Builder Great 
Yarmouth Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 

Hacrix, Wittiam, Maltby, Yorks, Journeyman Gas Fitter 
Shetlield Pet Pept 12 Ord Sept 12 


Hitts, Faxperick James, Westcliff on Sea Professor of | 


Swimming Chelmsford PetSept1l Ord Sept lt 
Hounstow, Epwarp, Vernham Dean, Hants, Coal Dealer 
Salisbury Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 


Jonzs, Wittiam. Upper Liandwrog Carnarvon, Labourer | 


Bangor Pet Sept il Ord Sept il 

Morton, Saran Syusaw, Oxford High Court Pet Aug 5 
Ord Sept 13 

Moses, Paiip, Whitechapel, Tailor High Cout Pet Aug 
23 Ord Sept 13 

Mutvawey, Tuomas, Bolton, Master Carter Bolton Pet 
Sept 12 Od Sept 12 

Ovens, Rossat, Newcastie upon Tyne, Builder Newcastle 
upm Tyne Pet Septlz O d Sept 12 

Pare, Cecit Bavis, Emsworth, Sussex Brighton Pct Jaly 
19 Ord Sept 13 

Parkiy, Bexsautn Kino, Leadenhall st, Eogineer High 
Court Pet July 28 Ord Sept 13 

Proup, ALoeanon Percy, Newcastle upon Tyne, Furni- 
ture Dealer Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Sept 6 Ord 
Sept 13 

Ronerrs, Farperick Joseru, Jewin st, Children’s 
Millinery Manutacturer High Court Pet Sept 12 
Ord Sept 12 

Simrsov, Josern, Worksop, Nottingham, 
Sheffield Pet Septill Ord Sept LL 


Svuepes, SpirH, Maky, Rotherham, Laundry Manageress | 


Sheffield Pet Sept1s Ord Sept 13 

Taycor, Groror Gisoertt, Shaw Brewery, or Melksham, 
Wilts, Brewer Bath Pet Sept 13 Urd Sept 13 

fuomrson, Georoes, Hale, Chester, Advertising Contractor 
Manchester Pet Aug 25 Ord Sept 13 

Tuompson, Josgren Green, Hesny Eowarv Tompson, and 
Wituram Tompson, Dudley, Worcester, Painters 
Dudley Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 

Wuesces, Ricnagp, Cardiff, Haulage Contractor Cardiff 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Sept 12 

Witsox, Hexsert, Brighouse, York, Carpet Merchant 
Halifax Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 

Witsos, Minniz Mavup, Darlington, Lodging House 
Keeper Stockton on Tees Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 

Winter, Groras Youre, Gateshead, Dairyman, Newcastle 
upon Tyne Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of : i: 


Wess, Hewry, Wolverhampton, Mu i Tastrument Dealer 
Wolverhampton Pet July 28 Ord July 28 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


Aurens, Jutivs Hewry, Leadenhall st 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Arxinxs, Haguy Sewer, Stoke Newington rd, Jobmaster 
Sept 26 at3 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Baker, Heyry, Lianharao, Glam, Collier Sept 25at3 117, 
8t Mary st, Carditf 

Cuarrett, A 8, Isledonrd, Fiasbury Park, Builder Sept 
26 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Sept 26 at 11 


Corts, Jose, Leadenhall st, Salt Merchant Sept 26 at 12 | 


Bankruptcy bidge, Carey st 
Davies, Witttam Rees, Holyhead, Public *Entertainer 
Sept 25 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 


Labourer | 


Donoo, Cuantes, Great Grimaby, Art Needlework Dealer 
Sept 23 at lL Off Rec, 5¢ Mary's chmbrs, Great 
Grimaby 

Dure.t, Lieut, RC V, Devonport Sept 25 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Fox, Hesay Josrru, Norwich, Tobacco Dealer Sept 23 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Hat, Rosert, Forncett st Peter, Norfolk, Farmer Sept 
23 at 4.30 Off Rec, 8, Kiwwg st, Norwich 

Harris, Witttam, Maltby, Yorks, Journeyman Gas Fit.er 
Oct Sat 12 Off Reo, Figtree In, Shettield 

Horewett, Cram Marsu, Nottingham, Teacher of Music 
Sept 27 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting 
ham 

Howunstow, Eowarp, Vernham Dean, Hants, Coal Deal r- 
Sept 23 at 11.30 Off Rec, City Chambers, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 

Hoytaxp, Witiiam, Sheffield, Printer Sept 27 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Shettield 

Jackson, Farperick Evaxs, Manchester, Publisher Sept 
2at1ll Off Kec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Ket.ock, J B, Old Broad st Sept 25 at 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Moator, Sanan Susay, Oxford Sept 27 at 1 Barkruptey 
bldgs, Carey s¢ 

Moars, Punup, High st, Whitechapel, Tailor Fept 27 .t 11 

Sankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ovens, Ropert, Newcastle upon Tyne, Builder Sept 26 
atll Off Ree, 31, Mosley st, Newcastle upon ‘Tyne 

Pankin, Bexsamen Kina, Leadenhall st, Eugiceer Se t 
v7 atl Baukraptcy bldg, Carey st 

Pasncxy, Ateewr, Nottingham, Wholerale T: bacconist 
Sept 27 at lz Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Barn st, Not- 
tingham 

Puives, Aexseat, Shrivenham, Berks, Licensed Vi tual er 
Sept 25 at3 Off Keo, 48, Regent circur, Swindon 

Ruverrs, Fasvenick Juerrn, Jewin st, (hildien's Mil- 
linery Manufacturer Sept27at12 Bankruptcy bidgs 
Carey st 

Rostssox, Samvurt, Stanion, Northampto~, Bu‘cher, 

| Sept 23 at 12 Uff Rec, The Parade, Nu: thauptun 

Simrsos, Jounx, Maryport, Cumberland, Tobacconist, 
Sept 25 at 2.45 Court House, Cockermouth 

Simvsos, Joseru, Worksop, Labourer tept 27 at 12 Off 

| Ree, Figtree in, Shetticld 

Sow, Faascis, Okehampton, Devon, Poultry Dealer Sept 
vo at 3.30 7, Buckland ter, ’ly mouth 

Wivson, Hexvent, Brighouse, Carpet Merchant Sept 23 
at 10.45 Off Rec, County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 

Winres, Guonoe Youno, Gateshead, Dairyman Sept 28 at 
11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st. Newcastle uponTyne 

Woorer, Hewny K, Liscard, Chester Sept 2 at3 Off 
Rec, 35, Vicwuria st, Liverpool 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Boxuatt, Wrtiiam, Abercrave, Brecon, Decorator Neath 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept li 

Comes, Haavey ALEXaspes Baasazoy, St Swithin’s In, 
Underwnter High Court Pet Augl Ord Sept 14 

| Donoo, Cuaagies, Great Grimsby, Art Needlework Dealer 
Great Grimsby Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 9 

Fox, Henny Joszrn, Norwich, Tobacc) Dealer Norwich 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept 13 

| Gasport, Wittsam Jonn Kay, Manchester, Joiner Man- 

| chester Pet t13 Ord Sept 13 

| Hawsox, Warren, Leicester, Builder Leicester Pet Aug 

16 Ord Sept 11 

Hagmay, Emmasuet, Great Yarmouth, Builder Great 

Yarmouth Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 16 

Harris, Wittiad, Maltby, Yorks, Journeyman Gas Fitter 
Sheffield Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 

Hanais, Iseae., Sutherland av, Maida Vale, Wholesale Raz 
Merchant High Court Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept 14 





} 
Hitis, Faeperick James, Westcliff on Sea, Professor of 


Swimming Chelmsford Pet rept 11 Od Sept il 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
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SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
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Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or 


ea applicatioa. 


Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be seat 
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LAWS EXAMINATIONS 


(London University), 
AND 


SOLICITORS’ EXAMINATIONS 


(The Law Society). 


COURSES ARE PROVIDED BY 


Gnikersity Correspondence College 


FOR THE ABOVE EXAMINATIONS, 


COMPOSITION FEES FOR FULL PREPARATION. 


London Intermediate Laws os os - oe ee £12 12s. 
London Bachelor of Laws ee ee . ; ee £19 19s. 
Intermediate Solicitors’ Examination .. . . . “ £8 8s. 
Final Solicitors’ Examination .. oo - ‘ - £9 19s. 6d. 


Cowplete U.C.C, Prospectus, giving full particulars of Courses, post free on application to 
Tuk SecRETARY, Burlington House, Cambridge. , 





Hounstow, Eowaap, Vernham Dean, Hants, Coal Dealer | ENDACOTT, Gkorok, St Mary Church, Devon, Baker 
Salisbury Pet Sept i2 Ord Sept ‘12 Exeter Pet Sept l3 Ord Sept 13 
Jones, Wiuttam, Upper Liandwrog, Carnarvoa, Labourer 


Bangor Pet Sept 11 Ord Sep: 11 GooDALL, JON TRENFIELD, and JOHN PELHAM GOODALL, 
Mowtraou, Ronenr Caomore, Maidenhead, Dealer in Reigate, Tailors Croydon Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

Antiques Windsor Pet June 20 Ord Sept 9 GoupeR & BRAZTER, Fleet st, Advertising Contract: rs 
Mutvaner, Taomas, Holton, Master Carter Bolton Pet High Court Pet Aug5 Ord Sept l4 


Sept 12 Ord Sept lz . _ P ' 
Ovens, Roseatr, Newcastle upon Tyne, Builder New- HIGGINS, CRcIL, Bradford, Confectioner Bradford Pet 


castle upon Tyne Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 Sept l6 Ord Sept 16 


Rovears, Faapreracx Josern, Jewin at, Childcen’s | HILL, GrorGaE, Leadenhall st, Engineer’s Stove Merchant 
Millinery Manufacturer High Uourt Pet sept 12 High Court Pet July 23 Ord Sept 15 
Ord Sept 12 HoLMAN, THOMAS, Horwood, Devon, Fa 
’ q oO wit od, on, rmer Barnstaple 
Simson, Jeewve, Worksop, Labourer Sheffield Pet Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 , 
Bept IL Ord Sept 11 Howe, E , , 
owe, EmMtLy Maky, G 2 ‘our 
Svucogs, Korra Many, Rotherham, Laundry Manageress Pet July 29 Ord os o Remiey Sig Cout 


ohetlield Pet Septls Ord Sept 13 ' a > 
Taytor, Groner Gisceus, Shaw Brewery, nr Melksham, ISRARL, JoseriH, Bow rd, Fish Salesman High Court Pet 


a Wilts, Brewer Bath Pet Septi3 Ord Sept 13 Aug 2¢ Ord Sept 15 
Tuomrsox, Joseeu Gaeexv, Hexay Eowarv Tuome sox, | MOFFATT, JOHN GEORGE, Wantage, Berks, Farmer Oxford 
and Wituas Tuomrsos, Dudley, Worcester, Painters Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 
Dudley Pet Sept il Ord Sept 11 NOBLE, WILLIAM D&sMOND, Wells st, Stepney, Chemist 
Tu = Geonee Atverr Taonuas, Weston super Mare, High Court Pet Aug i8 Ord Sept 13 4 
plicitor Bristol Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept ll NOWNE, WILLIAM ALBERT, CLIFFORD WONNACOTT 


Witerre, Cuaateas Eowann Gasaiat, Manchester, Com 
_ pany Director Manchester Pet July 19 Ord Sept 13 
Witsox, Heavear, Brighouse, Carpet Merchant Halifax 


and Herxeere Henry Lewis, Watford, Clothiers’ 
St Albans Pet Aug 8 Ord Sept 13 


Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 OSBORN, STUART, Datchet, Bucks Witdsor Pet Aug 18 
Witsox, Mixxizs Mavup, Darlington Stockton on Tees Ord Sept 16 

Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 PAGAN, JOHN Brown, Woodridge, Suffolk, Watchmaker 
Winrar, Gsonor Youwo, Gateshead, Dairyman Newcastle Lincoln Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

upon Tyne Pet Sept i3 Ord Sept 13 PIDGEN, SIDNEY WALTER, Bangor, Music Dealer Bangor 


Ipswich Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the PLATER, ELIJAH HOLLAND, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler 


London Gazette of Aug 1: Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 
Ween, Hevay, Wolverhampton, Musical Instrument MMERFE i 
‘ ‘on, : So RFELD, LBOPOLD BERNARD, High ‘st, Borough, 
Dealer Wolverhampton Pet July 28 Ord July 28 Granite Merchant High Court Pet Aug 18 Ord 
Sept 15 


Amended Notice substitated for that published in the 
12; 


London Gazette of Sept THompsoN, Lieut W H HALForD, Bristol High Court 


, ‘ Pet Augl6 Ord Sept 14 
Janne, Gaonon ( Leuent, Coventry Uigh Court Pet June | TyLeR, WALTER WILLIAM, Denmark hl High Court 

20 Ord Sept 9 Pet July 1 Ord Sept i4 
omen at . 4 WARD, REGINALD, London Wal!, Company Promoter 

. Rasp moe ANNULLED. High Court Pet Aug 1. Ord Sept 14 
ALLettT, Jonx, Regent rd, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Fish Mer- | WestHeaAD, EDWARD ERNEST, Sutton St Helens, Lanc 
yy, Yarmouth Adj.id Dec 10, 1910 Anoul Barman Liverpool Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept ia tee 
¥ 

2, Woop, RoBERT, Great Grimsby, Auctioneer Great Grimsby 

Pet Aug 23 Ord Sept 11 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 


London Gazette.—Tuesday, Sept 19. | London Gazette of Sept 16: 
. THOMPSON, GRORGR, Hale, Cheshire Manchester Pet 
ADAMS, JAMRS JosErH, Nottingham, Builder Nottingham Aug 25 Ord Sept 13 . 


Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 16 
BRAUMONT, HENRY WALTER, Leiston, Suffolk, Wheel 


wright Ipswich Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept i6 FIRST MEETINGS. 
BECKWITH, WILLIAM Perey CORNELIOUs, York, Tailor | BEAUMONT, HENRY WALTER, Leiston, Suffolk, Wheel- 
York Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 wright Sept 28 at 230 Off Rec, 36, Princes at, 
BRADSHAW, GRORGE KOBERT, Leicester, Wood Last Manu- Ipewich r 


facturer Leicester Pet Se,t2 Ord Sept 16 
BRANSCN, FRANK JAMES, Coventry, Licensed Victualler | 
Coventry Pet Septl6 Ord Sept 16 


BRCKWITH, WILLIAM Prroy CorneLiovs, York, Tailor 
Sept 2 at 3 Off Rec, the Ked House, Duncombe pl, 


BRINDLEY, FREDERICK, Pendleton, Salford, Plumber Sal- Fork 

ford PetJuneil7 Ord Sept 13 BOXHALL, WILLIAM, Abercrave, Brecon, Decorator Sept 
BROWNBRIDGR, CHARLES HENRY, St John's Chapel, Dur 27 at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, 8t Mary's st, 

ham, Hotel Proprietor Durham Pet Sept 14 Ord Swansea 

Sept 14 | BRADSHAW, GEORGE RoBERT, Leicester, Wood Last 
Dover, JouN Guonos, Darlington, Bagine Fitter Stoock- Mauufacturer Sept 27 at 3 Off Reo, 1, Berridge st, 


ton on Tees Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept | Leicester 








‘Brows, FLORENCE ELIZABETH, Bristol Sept 27 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

ENDAcoTT, GrorGs, St Mary Church, Devon, Baker Sept 
27 at11.45 Off Ree, 9, ord circus, Exeter 

GoupeEe and Brazier, Fleet street, Advertising Con- 
tractors Sept 28at1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HARDIE", Mary, Barrow in Furness Sept 27 at 11.15 
Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

HARMAN, EMMANUEL, Great Yarmouth, Builder Sept 27 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

HILL, GroraE, Leadenhall st, Engineers’ Stove Merchant 
Sept 29at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

HILLS, FREDERICK JAMES, ‘Westcliff on Sea, Essex, Pro* 
fessor of Swimming Oct 4 at 2 Shire Hall, Chelms- 
ford 

Howe, Emity MARY, Guilford st, Russell sq Sept 28 at 
11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

ISRAEL, JosePH, Bow rd, Fish Salesman Sept 29 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Moores, De la Hey, Clifton, Bristol, Dentist Pet Sept 27 
ati2 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

MULVANEY, THOMAS, Bolton, Lancs, Master Carter Sept 
27 atil Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

NEWTON, WILLIAM GRAHAM, Nottingham, Lace Manufac- 
turer Sept 27 at 3.30 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

NOBLE, WILLIAM DESMOND, Wells st, Stepney, Chemist 
Sept 28 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

PAGAN, Joun Brows, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Watchmaker 
Sept 28at2 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

PRoUD, ALGERNON PERCY, Newcastle upon Tyne, Furni- 
ture Dealer Sept 27 at 11 Off Ree, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Rick, RAMAH FREDERICK, Lowestoft, Smack Owner Sept 
28 at 2.36 Suffolk Hotel, Lowestoft 

RICHARDS, WILLIAM LITsoN, Braunton, Devon, Boarding- 
house ‘Keeper Sept 27 at 3.30 94, High st, Barnstaple 

SOMMERFELD, LEOPOLD BERNARD, High st, Borough, 
Granite Merchant Sept 28 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

THOMPSON, JOSEPH GREEN, HENRY EDWARD THOMPSON, 
and WILLIAM THOMPSON, Dudley, Worcester, Painters 
Sept 29 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

THoMPsoN, Lieut W H HatrorD, Bristol Sept 29 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

TYLER, WALTER WILLIAM, Denmark hl Sept 29 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

VILLIS, EDWARD, Bridgwater, Somerset, Timber Haulier 
Sept 27 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

WARD, REGINALD, London Wall, Company Promoter 
Sept 28 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

WILSON, MINNTE MAUD, Darlington Sept2S8at 11.30 Off 
Rec, Court chmbrs, ‘Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


BAKER, FRANCIS FREDERICK, North Malvern, Worcester, 
Builder Worcester Pet Aug18 Ord Sept 16 

BEAUMONT, HENRY WALTER, Leiston, — Wheel- 
wright Ipswich Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 1 

BECKWITH, WILLIAM PERCY CORNELIOUS, a Tailor 

York Pet Sept 13 Ord Sept 13 

BRANSON, FR\NK JamRs, Coventry, Licensed Victualler 
Coventry Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

BROWNBRIDGE, CHARLES HENRY, St John's Chapel, Dar- 
ham, Hotel Proprietor Durham Pet Sept 14 Ord 
Sept l4 

CARR, Davip SHarp, Wembley, Middix, Horse Dealer 
St Albans Pet Aug 30 Ord Sept i4 

CHAPPELL, ALBERT SMITH, Isledon rd, Finsbury Park, 
Builder High Court Pet Aug9 Ord Sept 15 

CLAMPITT, Ggoros, Kings rd, 8t Pancras, Coal Merchant 
High Court Pet Aug 1 Ord Sept 16 

Consett, F, Dalebury rd, Upper Tooting Wandsworth 
Pet July 21 Ord Sept 14 

CoTroN, GERALD McLrop PowBtL, Birchington, Kent, 
Wine Merchant Canterbary Pet June 16 Ord 
Sept 15 

Dover, JoHN GeorGR, Darlington, Pm ye Fitter Stock- 
ton on Tees Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 1 

EnpaAcoTT, Grorer, St Mary Church, Devon, Baker 
Exeter Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 13 

FLETCHER, REGINALD, Pinner, Middix St Albars Pet 
July 10 Ord Sept 4 

GooDALL, JOHN TRENFIELD, and JOHN PELHAM GOoDALL, 
Reigate, Tailors Croydon Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept \4 

GRONQVIST, PRHR JoNsSON, Davies st, Berkeley sq, Tailor 
High Court Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 16 

Hicains, Cxctt, Bradford, Confectioner Bradford Pet 
Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

HOLMAN, THOMAS, Horwood, Devon, Farmer Barnstaple 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 16 

MorFPATT, JoHN Gror@E, Wantage, Berks, Farmer Oxford 
Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

PAGAN, JOHN Brown, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Watchmaker 
Ipswich Pet Sept 15 Ord Sept 15 

PrpceN, SIDNEY WALTER, Bangor, Music Dealer Bangor 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 14 

PLATER, ELIJAH HOLLAND, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler 
Lincoln Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 1 

Tompson, GEORGE, Hale,Cheshire Manchester Pet Aug 
2 Ord Sept \6 

WRESTHEAD, EDWARD ERNzEsT, Sutton St — Lancs, 
Barman Liverpooi Pet Sept14 Ord Sept 1 

WHEELER, RICHARD, Cues, Haulage Sess Cardiff 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Sept 1 
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